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this time. Such opinions from so respectable a i] 
source, aré calculated to make an erroneous im- | 
pression both at home and abroad, The genile- | 
man has furnished us with a statistical table of 
the number of ships of war of each class belonging 
to the French navy. The naval power of a nation 
is not, sir, to be measured by the number of its 
vessels of war—it is a fallacious standard. It must 
be measured by the foundation on which naval 
power rests, the extent and character of its com- 
mercial marine. No nation possesses so powerful 
and effective a commercial marine as the United 
States, animated and invigorated, as it is, by the , 
spirit of freedom. ee ae 

The gentleman from Virginia may deceive him- 
self, but France knows our naval strength, and 
England too; and if our national rights are main- 
tained here, as they ought to be, in a spirit corre- 
sponding with the extent of our naval resources, | 
neither France nor England will ever be willing || 
to engage in a war with us. But according to 
the argument of the gentleman, we are to be 
overwhelmed with some thirty or forty ships of 
the line. Sir, the ten thousand mariners whom 
we have now engaged in the whale trade—that 
‘* dreadful trade ’’—are alone sufficient to sweep 
from the ocean the whole naval power of France. 
Our mariners employed in the fisheries on our || 
coast and on the banks, are able of themselves to 
contend successfully with any naval power ex- | 
isting. The naval resources of France may be | 
great in ships and in her gallant officers—whose 
daring bravery no nation will dispute—but ships 
and officers are powerless without a well-disci- | 
plined and extensive commercial marine; and na- 
tions the most commercial must ever be the most || 
powerful on the ocean. In a war with us, France | 
can derive no aid from her army though it were | 
equal to that formidable force which crossed the 
Niemen in 1812. The war, if there be one, will be 
on the ocean. We have the materials ready for 
an immense navy—we have a commercial marine, | 
always ready to avenge our wrongs, and we could | 
put afloat in twelve months a naval force with | 
which no nation could successfully contend. I do | 
not say this, sir, because | anticipate war with || 
France—Heaven forbid that the peace between | 
the two nations should ever be disturbed—both | 
nations have every motive to cherish it; and I am 
sure it never will be sacrificed for five and twenty | 
millions of francs. But, sir, the extraordinary 
statements of the gentleman from Virginia has 
compelled me to dissipate the unfounded appre- 
hensions they were calculated to excite, and 
which might do us an injury abroad. We have | 
nothing to fear from any nation, come the contest 
when it may. 

The gentleman from Virginia has referred to 
the opinions expressed by our officers as to the 
great superiority and discipline of the French 
navy at the present time. Modesty, sir, is the || 
characteristic of a brave man—our officers will 
never underrate those who are, or those who may 
be, their antagonists. But the opinions of our | 
oflicers can never sweep away our commercial 
marine; and while we have that, we shall never | 
concede superiority to any naval power. France 
has, too, another powerful motive for not willingly 
engaging in a war with us. If she should attempt 
to interrupt the commerce between this country | 
and Great Britain, or to interfere with British | 
vessels trading between the United States and any 
part of the world—if she should venture to tres- | 
pass on her neutrality, England would soon be a | 
perty in the war. 

€ mean, sir, to have no war with Frrance— 
we mean to avoid it; to do so effectually we must | 
meet the crisis fearlessly, and maintain our na- | 
onal rights with dignity. Adopt that as your rule 
of conduct in your relations with foreign nations, 
and you will command the respect of the world; | 
and, together with our isolated position avoid war 





for a century to come, France, sir, will herself || 
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respect us the more fur maintaining our rights 
with spirit and firmness. Gentlemen who enter- 
tained a different opinion must pardon him for 
totally dissenting from the policy adopted by the 


Senate. The persuasive tone is not the one which | 


will ever obtain indemnity from any nation. The 
tone of the message justly responded by the gen- 


which has commanded the rezpect of France as it | 


| ought to have done, and the applause of nations. 
| France respects us because we respect ourselves. | 


For the first time the French Chamber is awakened | 


Hitherto it | 


has been frittered away, trifled with, and lost | 


sight of, amidst the struggles for power among the 


various parties in that body—they never looked | 


abroad. Now it has become a great national 
question, in which the honor and welfare of the 
nation is involved, and the measure will no longer 
be sacrificed to gratify the spirit of party. If it 


be defeated, it will be because both Houses did || 


not, at an early period of the session, respond to | 


| the tone of the message, not by adopting meas- 
| ures of reprisal at once, but by doing what we are | 
| now about to do—exhibiting a firm determination 


to sustain the rights and honor of the nation, 


| But, sir, | believe the appropriation will have 


been, or will be made. 
Chamber differs from this body and the House 
of Commons. 
is limited to one hundred and sixty thousand 
voters, and the Deputies represent more fully the 


| should the obligations of the treaty be not fulfilled. | 
The composition of the || 


The privilege of voting in France | 


commercial and manufacturing interests of France, | 


| having a deep interest in the question—it is essen- 


tially a body representing the cities and towns of 
France. 


sacrifice the great interests of their constituents, 


Such representatives will surely not | 


to gratify party revenge, and in a case where | 


France is clearly in the wrong. 


I regret, sir, that I have been compelled to 
engage in this debate, contrary to my wish and 


design; for | anticipate, and sincerely desire, noth- | 


ing but peace between the two great nations. I 
will now, sir, adopt,in the form of a resolution, a 
sentiment which I found this morning in the report 
of the minority of the Committee on Foreign 
Had such a resolution been proposed 


signed that document, it would have been, with 
perhaps one exception, unanimously supported. 


We were always ready to declare that “‘ thetreaty | 
of the 4th of July, 1831, should be maintained, | 


and its execution insisted on at all hazards.” I 


‘unite with them most cordially in the sentiment; | 


and I hope the gentleman from Massachusetts will 


third resolution will then be abandoned; and I 


_ trust that this resolution, with the second, will be | 
adopted with unanimity. 

The resolution was then read, and placed inthe | 

| order of proceedings, in lieu of the amendment 

It is as fol- 


originally offered by Mr. Apams. 


‘* Resolved, That in the opinion of this House 


| * the treaty of the 4th of July, 1831, should be | 
| © maintained, and its execution insisted on, at all || 
| § hazards.” 


Mr. ARCHER then said he would withdraw 


setts [Mr. Apams] would also adopt it. 


Mr. ADAMS replied, that he could not take the |, 


course indicated in the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Virginia. He was perfectly willing to 
accept that of the chairman of the Committee on 
He 
had the other day asked his colleague [Mr. Ev- 


But whatever | 
|| France may do, let us do our duty; and without | 
desiring or anticipating the worst, let us be pre- | 
_ pared for it. 


The first and | 


ERETT] if his report concluded with resolutions; | 


and, if he had received an affirmative answer to 


j 
' 


| war. 


| should pay the money under such circumstances. 
his resolution, and adopt that of his colleague, || 


[Mr. Parron,] if the gentleman from Massachu- \ 
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this inquiry, it was not his intention to have offered 
that which was now onthetable. He considered 
the resolution now proposec for his adoption, by 
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
{[Mr. CamBrecena,] as expressing all that was 
expressed by his own, and a little more. The 


|| difference consisted in this, that his resolution 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] is that | 


declared that the indemnity secured by the treaty 
| of 1831 should in no event be abandoned. The 
/one he now adopted declared that it should be 
secured at all hazards. He was perfectly willing 
to adopt that language. ‘ 

Mr. BURGES contended that the Houseshou!d 
do nothing which was calculated to throw em 
barrassment in the way of an amicable adjustment 
of the question. This House was on the eve of « 

olitical dissolution. Itcould do nothing efficient. 
t might pass resolutions; but if war was neces- 
sary, It did not possess the power, or could not at 
this late period carry out such a measure. Unde: 
the circumstances, he thought the members of this 
House should not throw any embarrassment 11 
| the way of their successors. He was pleased 

with the last resolution of the gentleman from 

New York, [Mr. CaMBRELENG,] in some respects 

It contained no threat, and every individual in the 

land would insist upon having the treaty carried 
| into effect as it was; no person would oubenth tou 
reduction of the sum, and it might with propriety 
be insisted that it should be increased. 

Mr. B. was sorry that the question of war had 
been discussed upon this occasion. He referred 
to the maritime force and power of the two na- 
tions, and the detriment to the commerce of the 
United States which would result from such a 
war. He thought the House should be extreme! y 
cautious in itsaction upon a question which mig. 
result in war. He advertedto the ground of di 
pute with France. It involved a question of 
money only, and no case would be cited where a 
Christian nation had gone to war merely for plun- 
der. He insisted that there was much more cause 
for war on account of the bad faith and treatme: t 
which had originated our claims against France, 
than in a refusal to pay the sum of money which 
was stipulated to be paid us. He thought that, 
after the United States passed over the insults of 
France, we should be deeply and ingloriousiy 
disgraced by going to war, merely because Fraiice 
would not pay us a sum of money for accumulatcd 
wrongs. 

Mr. B. entered, at some length, into A history 
of the difficulties with France, and contended (hat 
there existed no just cause of war. The preseat 
aspect of the controversy seemed to him to be u 
mere question of etiquette between the President, 
and the French King, and the Foreign Ministes 
of this Government, and the Minister of State or 
France. 

In conclusion, Mr. B. said the House miz}:t 
pass any resolution it choosed. He should m+ 
object, unless it was implied that if France did not 
pay the money, we would go to war. The reso- 
ution before the House declared that the treaty 
should be maintained at all hazards. There wer 
but few things which should be maintained at all 
hazards. What werethey? Wasa mere question 
of money one? Certainly not. He viewed such 
a declaration on our part tantamount to saying, 
that we would demand this sun, if refused, througi: 
France would be cowardly indeed if ste 


Mr. COULTER felt much gratified that the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. Camprecene | 
had offered a modification of the first and had con- 
sented to waive the third resolution. This step 
was calculated to conciliate and insure unanimity 
of action, which was so desirable on this occagivi. 
He was opposed to the third resolution because 
it supposed a rupture with France, and amou'e:! 
to nothing. If the supposition was correct, the 

resolution should go farther, and some efficient 
‘measure should be adopted for putting the coun- 
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try in a state of defence. As, however, this reso- 
lution wae abandoned, he was willing to vote for 
the modified resolution of the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, (Mr. Camsre- 
LeNG,| and he would do this with cheerfulness, 
because the concluding sentence of the resoluuon 
was the same language used in the closing para- 


graph of the report of the minority of the Commit- | 


tee on Foreign Affairs, 

Mr. C., felt no apprehension from the phantoms 
of the member from Rhode Island, (Mr. Burces.]} 
The amount stipulated to be paid by France to 
American citizens was justly due. Could the 
American Government, in good faith to her citi- 
zens, ever negotiate again with France on this 
subject? Would France or the Chamber of Depu- 
ties ever agree to pay alarge sum? It had been 
contended in the French Chambers, that this sum 
should be reduced and cut down. This could not 
be done. We must insist upon the execution of 
the treaty as itis. Elow was thisto bedone? We 
must proclaim and insist upon it, from the good 
faith of France; and if this consideration would 
not answer the execution of the treaty, we must 
resort to commercial restrictions. It was useless 
to open a new negotiation, after the failure to ex- 
ecute an engagement solemnly entered into under 
the great seal of France. How could this Gov- 
ernment approach and ask of the King a renewal 
of this negotiation, when, by his own admission 
and acknowledgment, the sum stipulated in a 
former treaty was justly due to the citizens of 
this Government? We should certainly encounter 
no great hazard by insisting on the payment of a 
sum of money admitted to be justly due us. 


France would hardly, upon such a pretence, seize | 


upon our commercial marine or molest our fleet 
in the Mediterranean. She would scarcely go to 
war upon any such frivolous consideration. 

Mr. C, said there were two ways in which our 
justclaims might be prejudiced. The first was by 
pursuing a vehement and rash line of conduct, and 
the other by adopting a tame, passive, and quiescent 
course, and submitung to every thing. 
either come up to the circumstance of the case or 
lag behind them. 
treaty into effect. France had not. 
opinion on the subject? Should this House evade, 
should it lag behind the question? Since the power 


of France had been urged as persuasions against || 


our acting, he, for one, was disposed, with more 
alacrity than before, to meet the question, and to 
act firmly and decisively. He was the last man 


who would be disposed causelessly to jeopard the || 


peace of the country. He was sull in favor of a 
middle course. He wished to come up to the 


crisis—to meet it fully; but he was not in favor of || 


going ahead, orofremaining behind the crisis, 
Various questions had been mooted in the course 
of the debate, which were not necessarily involved 


_ in the subject before the House. The question 


was not, whether ornot we should go to war. It 
was certainly not just cause of censure, that we 
should insist upon the payment of a claim which 
was admitted by the high functionaries of France. 
After. adverting to the position in which France 
would place herselfin the eyes of civilized Europe 
by a refusal to comply with the stipulations of 
the treaty, and the stain which she would thereby 
infict upon her national power, &c. Mr. C. con- 
cluded, by expressing a hope, that the resolution 
nae by the gentleman from New York would 
prevail. 

Mr. CHILTON said that if the three last words 
of the modified resolution, to wit, ‘‘at all hazards,”’ 
were stricken out, he and many of those around 
him, would support the resolution. He hoped 
that the resolution would be thus modified. 


Mr. J.Q. ADAMS said he could not accept the || 


amendment proposed by the gentleman last up. 
It was for the sake of harmony and unanimity 
that he had consented to accept the modification 


of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Campre- | 
He now rose to say, thatif the resolution | 


LENG. } 
as modified was not acceptable to a majority, he 
would move that the question be taken on his 
resolution as originally proposed. He stated the 
difference between the two propositions. The 
resolution of the gentleman from New York per- 


fectly accorded with his feelings. His own propo- || 


sition was, however, less harsh in its terms. 


_ THE CONGEESIONAL @ 


We must | 


We had carried our part of this || 
Why then | 
should werefrain from an expression of a decided || 


i 





LOBE. 











_ March 2, 


Mr. E. EVERETT said he understood that an |! resolution and communication on the table. Neva 
ga- 


express had just arrived in the city, which proba- 
bly brought additional intelligence from France. 
He thought the House had better take a recess 
until seven o’clock, (it being then after six o’clock, 
p.m.) He moved that the committee rise for 
this purpose. 

The motion was agreed to—yeas 87, nays 82. 

The committee then rose. 

[The foregoing embraces only an outline of the 
debate, which occupied the House from eleven 
o’clock a. m. to half-past six p. m. 

Mr. E. EVERETT moved that the House take 


a recess until seven o’clock. 


ASSAULT ON MR. EWING, OF INDIANA. 


A motion was then made to adjourn, but with- 
drawn atthe request of the SPEAKER, who laid 
before the House the following letter from Mr. 
Ewine, of Indiana: 


Wasuincron City, 
February 28th 1835. 


To the Speaker of the House of Representatives: 


Sir: My situation compels me to apologize to | 
the House, and through you, to my constituents, | 


for my absence from my seat. While on my 
way to my boarding house, after the adjournment 
on the evening of the 26:h instant, | was way- 
laid, and assaulted in the most outrageous and 
dastardly manner by John F. Lane, a lieutenant 
in the army and son of the Hon. A. Lang, of 
Indiana, for no other known cause than for words 
| spoken in debate some weeks since, in reply to 
his father on the floor of the House of Represent- 
atives. 
I had but a casual acquaintance with the person 
'who committed this outrage, and no intercourse 
whatever with him to lead to this assault. A 
blow from an iron cane with a leaden head, ac- 
companied the first notice of his intention to at- 
tack me, and was repeated by several others, with 
a violence which I regret to say, at this important 
and pressing period of the session, has entirely 
disabled me from taking my seat. 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient ser- 
vant, NO. EWING. 


Mr. HIESTER moved to lay the communica- 
|| tion on the table. 

Mr. MAY said he understood that the President 
of the United States had ordered an inquiry into 
|| this subject. 
| Mr. HIESTER, at the request of several mem- 
|| bers, withdrew his motion. 

Mr. BOULDIN doubted the propriety of insti- 
| tuting an inquiry on the part of the House, if one 
|| was eee in another quarter. 
|| Mr. KINNARD rose to a question of order. 
|| The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bou.pin] was 





| speaking of an inquiry when none was demanded | 


| by his colleague. He had in his letter done what 


House and his constituents for his absence at this 
interesting period of the session. He had assigned 
the cause which prevented his attendance. But 
he asked no inquiry; nor did he ask or desire the 
protection of the House. Mr. K. would say for 
| his colleague that he was prepared and willing, on 
fair terms, with any equal and honorable antago- 
nist, to protect and defend himself. Mr. K. would 
leave to other members of more experience than 
| himself to propose such measures as might insure 
to the constituents of a member his services on 
this floor, if, in the estimation of this House, 
there had been a breach of its privileges, and of 
_ the rights of one of its members. 
| Mr. HANNEGAN offered a resolution for the 
appointment of a select committee of seven mem- 
bers, to investigate the facts of the alleged assault, 
and that the same be reported to the House. 

Mr. BRIGGS demanded the yeas and nays 
upon the adoption of the resolution; which were 
ordered. 

Mr. CLAYTON moved an adjournment. 
| On this motion Mr. MERCER asked for the 
| yeasand nays. Ordered. 
| Mr. CLAYTON withdrew the motion. 

Mr. C. P. WHITE renewed it. 

Mr. W!SE demanded the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, and were—yeas 42, nays 156. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


' Mr. HIESTER renewed the motion to lay the 


he had a perfect right to do—apologized to the | 


| ived—yeas 67, nays 128. 
|| A debate of some length, and much animation 
_ ensued on the adoption of the resolution. [t wae 
| opposed by Mr. POLK, and advocated by Messrs 
| HARDIN, HANNEGAN, and EVANS, when 
| Mr. STEWART moved the previcus question; 
| which was seconded, and agreed to. , 
The question being on the adoption of the reso. 
lution, , 
|, Mr. REED demanded the yeas and nays; which 
| were ordered, and were—yeas 127, nays 63. 
| So the resolution was agreed to. 
| Mr. CAMBRELENG moved that the House 








| again go into committee on the report of the Com- 
| mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

| Mr. RENCHER moved an adjournment; which 
|| carried—ayes 114, noes not counted. 

| The House adjourned. 





IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, arch 2, 1835. 


Mr. RUGGLES presented a joint resolution of 
| the Legislature of Maine, approbatory of the 


|| course of the President of the United States in 
| relation to the Bank of the United States, and 
| instructing the Senators from that State to use 
their exertions to have the resolutions of last ses- 
sion, condemnatory of the President, expunged 
from the Journal of the Senate. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message was received from the President of 
| the United States, by the hands of Mr. Donexson, 
his Private Secretary, communicating the corre- 
| spondence and instructions given to the present 
| Minister to Spain, in pursuance of the resolutions 
| of the Senate of the 2d and 17th ultimo. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
|| Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, reported the bill from the House making 
appropriations for payment of Indian annuities 
| for the year 1835, with sundry amendments. 
| On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the bill was 
|| considered as in Committee of the Whole, and 
|, the several amendments were agreed to. 
| Mr. TIPTON offered an amendment appro- 
| priating $642 to defray the expenses of Captain 

ewett, commandant of Fort Armstrong, on the 
| Mississippi, the amount due him on account of 











| two suits en against him for seizing a 
quantity of ardent spirits smuggled into the In- 
'dian country in violation of the act of 1802, to 
| regulate trade and intercourse with the Indian 
| tribes. The amendment was agreed to, and the 
bill was reported to the Senate as amended. The 
| bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and was 
afterwards read a third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SILSBEE, the Committee on 
| Commerce had leave to sit during the sitting of 
|| the Senate. 
| Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, reported the bills from the House, 
granting pensions to Thomas Ball and Colonel 
Daniel Newnan, without amendment, and that 
the bill granting a pension to William C. Beard 
ought not to pass. 

On motion of Mr. PORTER, the Committee 
‘| on Private Land Claims were discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition of the heirs 
of J. B. Macarty. 

REGISTER OF DEBATES. 

Mr. POINDEXTER offered a resolution au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Senate to supply 
the members of the Senate with the volumes of 
Gales & Seaton’s Register of Debates which have 
| been published since the last distribution, and 
| asked the consideration of the resolution at this 
| time. 

As the motion required unanimous consent— 
Mr. HILL objected. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN suggested that the 
| gentleman could obtain his object by moving the 
consideration of a resolution lying on the table. 

On motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, the Senate 
took up for consideration the resolution reported 
by the Library Committee, directing the Secre- 
tary to furnish those members of the Senate who 
have taken their seats during the present session, 
with Gales & Seaton’s Register of Debates. 

' Mr. BENTON opposed the motion, and de- 
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sini the yeas 
ordered, and are as follows: 

YEAS—\4 : 
Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, Knight, 
Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Naudain, Poindexter, 
Porter, Prentiss, Robbins, Smith, Southard, Swift, 
Tipton, W ebster—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Cuthbert, 
Hill, Kane, King of Georgia, Linn, Morris, 





“So the motion to consider was agreed to. 

The resolution having been taken up-— 

Mr. POINDEXTER moved an amendment to 
furnish each Senator with the volumes published 
since the last distribution. 

Mr. BENTON opposed the amendment, and 
asked the yeas and nays upon its adoption; which 


were ordered, and it was agreed to by the follow- 


ing vote: 


7 AS—Messrs. Bell, Buchanan, Ewing, Fre- | 


linghuysen, Kent, Knight, Leigh, Naudain, Poin- 


dexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Southard, Swift. Tip- | 


ton, Webster—15. 


NAYS—Mesars. Benton, Black, Cuthbert, Hill, | 
Kane, King of Georgia, Linn, McKean, Morris, | 
Porter, Robinson, Shepley, ‘Tallmadge, White— | 


14 


lution as amended, after some remarks from 


Messrs. LEIGH, POINDEXTER, BUCHAN- 


AN, BENTON, KING of Alabama, and KING | 


of Georgia, 


Mr. BENTON moved its indefinite postpone- | 


ment, which he afterwards modified, at the sug- 
gestion of Mr. BUCHANAN, to a postponement 
to the first day of hext session, and asked the 
yeas and nays upon the motion; which were or- 
dered, and are as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Bu- | 
chanan, Cuthbert, Goldsborough, Grundy, Hill, | 
Kane, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Linn, | 
McKean, Morris, Robinson, Shepley, Tallmadge, 


White—18. 


NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Clay, Clayton, | 


Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Kent, Knight, Leigh, 
Mangum, Naudain, Poindexter, Porter, Prenuss, 


Robbins, Soutl.ard, Swift, Tipton, Webster—19. | 


So the motion was disagreed to. 


TER, Mr. BUCHANAN moved to lay the sub- 


ject on the table; which was agreed to, on a divis- | 
ion—yeas 17, nays 17; the Chair voting in the | 


affirmative. 
CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


The Senate then resumed the civil and diplo- 
matic appropriation bill. 


WRIGHT, CLAY, CLAYTON, BUCHAN- 
AN, BIBB, and TYLER, participated. 
Mr. WEBSTER then moved to amend the sec- 


tion before striking out, by inserting a proviso, | 


‘*that the salary and outfit shall not be paid, un- 
‘less said Minister shall be appointed at the present 
‘ session of Congress, or in the recess, by and with 


‘the advice and consent of the Senate, first had | 


‘and obtained.’’ 


yeas and nays; which were ordered. 
Aftersome further remarks, from Messrs. W EB- 
STER, TYLER, SHEPLEY, CALHOUN, 


KING of Alabama, and BLACK, the proviso | 
: || chanan, Cuthbert, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hill, 

YEAS—Meessrs. Bell, Bibb, Black, Clay, Cal- || 
houn, Clayton, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsbo- || 


was agreed to by the following vote: 


rough, Hendricks, Kent, Knight, Leigh, Mangum, 


Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Porter, Prentiss, | 
Preston, Robbins, Silsbee, Smith, Southard, | 


Swift, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster—28 


Cuthbert, Grundy, Hill, Kane, King of Alabama, | 
King of Georgia, Linn, McKean, Morris, Robin- 
son, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tyler, 


White, Wright—20. 


— Messrs. Bibb, Buchanan, Clayton, | 
| out, on the ground of there being no vacancy to | 
| require an outfit. 








| Hill, 











|| Clayton, 
NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, | 


| the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 


Mr. CLAYTON was also in favor of striking | 


ir. CLAY said as a proviso was introduced 


|| already into the bill which would show the Presi- | 
| dent the opinion of the Senate in regard to the | 
| right of appointment during the recess of Con- 

Robinson, Shepley, Tallmadge, White, Wright— | 


ress, he was in favor of retaining the sum. 
Mr. CLAYTON then read a letter from the | 
Secretary of State, which had just been handed | 
him, stating that the present Minister to Spain had | 
asked and obtained leave to return. 
it was sufficient. 
Mr. EWING then withdrew his motion. 


Mr. WRIGHT offered on amendment to the | 


section of the bill, making a provision in favor of 


certain custom-house officers, and placing them | 
on the same footing as before 1832, being a pro- | 


vision similar to those made heretofore tor that 
object. 


{By unanimous consent the bill was suspended | 


for the introduction of the following. ] 
CONVENTION WITH SPAIN. 


Mr. C. said 
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and nays upon it; which were for an outfit for a Minister to Spain, and asked |! ceiving the amendment offered by Mr. Wricnt 


and adopted in Committee of the Whole; which 


were ordered, and are as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Benton, B'ack, Brown, Bu- 


chanan, Cuthbert, Frelinghuysen, Grundy, Hill, 


Kane, Kent, King of Alabama, King of Geor- 


gia, Linn, McKean, Poindexter, Preston, Robin- 


Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Foreign |; 


Affairs, by unanimous consent, reported a bill 


tion between the United States and Spain, with an 
amendment. 

The amendment provides, that the distribution 
of the fund shall be made by the Attorney Gen- 
eral, instead of aspecial commission. The amend- 


| ment was agreed to, and ordered to be engrossed, 


The bill was then read the third time and passed, 


SUSPENSION OF 17TH JOINT RULE. 

On motion of Mr. PORTER, the 17th joint rule, 
which prevents bills being sent to the President 
on the last day of the session, was suspended. 

TheSenate then took a recess until five o’clock. 





EVENING SESSION, 
Mr. SMITH, from the select committee ap- 
pointed upon the letter of the Hon. George Porn- 
DEXTER, made a report at length, concluding with 


|| a resolution that not a shade of suspicion exists 
| that Mr. PoinpexTer was in any way concerned, 
|| directly or indirectly, in the late attempted assas- || 
After some further remarks from Messrs. FRE- | 
LINGHUYSEN, BENTON, and POINDEX- 


sination of the President. ' 
The report was read, and the question being on 


| its adoption, 
Mr. WEBSTER asked the yeas and nays; | 


|| which were ordered, and are as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Black, Buchanan, 


| Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Cuthbert, Ewing, Fre- 


oa Goldsborough, Grundy, Hendricks, 


Morris, Naudain, Porter, Preston, Robbins, Rob- 

inson, Ruggles, Shepley, Silsbee, Smith, South- 

ard, Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, Tomlinson, Tyler, 

Webster, White, and Wright—42. 
NAYS—None. 


On motion of Mr. SMITH, the report and | 
| accompanying documents were ordered 


to be 
printed. 
CIVIL AND DIPLOMAT:(C BILL. 
The Senate then resummed the consideration of 
the general appropriation bill. ° 
The amendment offered by Mr. Wricut was 
still further discussed by Messrs. WRIGHT, 


| BUCHANAN, SILSBEE, KING, of Alabama, 
Upon this proposition, Mr. CLAY asked the | 


and CLAY. 
Mr. WRIGHT asked the yeas and nayson the 


and are as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Brown, Bu- 


Kane, Kent, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, 
Linn, McKean, Morris, Poindexter, Preston, 


'| Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, White, 


and Wright—23. 
NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Calhoun, Clay, 
Ewing, Goldsborough, Hendricks, 





Mr. EWING proposed to strike out the item | 





Tipton, Tomlinson, and Webster—22,- 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was then reported to the Senate. 


ane, Kent, King of Alabama, King of | 


All the other amendments reported by the Com- || Georgia, Knight, Leigh, Linn, Mangum, Moore, || 


mittee on Finance having been agreed to, that | 
proposing to strike out the salary and outfit of a | 
Minister to Great Britain was next considered; | 
when a debate of considerable length and much | 
interest ensued, in which Messrs. WEBSTER, | 


Knight, Leigh, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, Por- 
ter, Robbins, Silsbee, Smith, Southard, Swift, 


|| 


. ; ; t int : - | 
The question being on the adoption of the reso- | from the House to carry into effect the conven 


| 
| 
} 





| 





i 
1 


borough, Grundy, 


son, Ruggles, Shepley, Silsbee, Tallmadge, White, 
and Wright—23. 


NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Calhoun, Clay, 
Clayton, Ewing, Goldsborough, Hendricks, 
Knight, Leigh, Mangum, Moore, Porter, Pren- 
tiss, Robbins, Smith, Southard, Swift, Tipton, 
Tomlinson, Tyler, and Webster—22. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

The bill was then, on motion of Mr. WEB- 
STER, still further amended by incorporating 
into the provisions of a bill affording relief te 
certain officers and soldiers of the Virginia line; 
and of a bill to construct a road from Lyme creek 
to Chattahoochee; and of a bill to confirm certain 
land titles in Missouri; which bills had passed the 
Senate Saturday evening too late to be sent tothe 


House. 


Ti.e bill was then ordered to be engrossed; and 

was then read a third time and passed. 
EXPUNGING RESOLUTION. 

Mr. PRESTON moved to take up the resolu- 
tion offered by Mr. Benton for expunging from 
the Journal of the Senate the resolution condemn- 
ing the President; on which question the yeas and 
nays were ordered, and are as follows: 

EAS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, 
Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Cuthbert, Hill, Kane, 
King of Alabama, King of Georgia, McKean, 
Mangum, Moore, Preston, Robinson, Ruggles, 
Shepley, Tallmadge, White, and Wright—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bibb, Black, Ewing, Golds- 
Hendricks, Kent, Knight, 
Leigh, Linn, Naudain, Poindexter, Porter, Pren- 
tiss, Robbins, Smith, Southard, Swift, Tipton, 


| ‘Tomlinson, Waggaman, and Webster—22. 


So the motion was lost. 
The following resolutions were offered: 
HARBOR OF EAST THOMASTON. 
By Mr. RUGGLES: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to cause a survey to be taken of the harbor of 


| East Thomaston, Maine, so far as it may be neces: 


| sary to determine the practicability and propriety 


| 
| 





adoption of the amendment; which were ordered, | 


Mr. CLAY asked the yeas and nays on re- |! 





| of constructing a breakwater for the protection 


of shipping, while lying within the harbor; also 


/an estimate of the probable expense of such 


construction; that he make report thereof to the 
Senate at the next session of Congresa. 
LAND TITLES. 
By Mr. POINDEXTER: 
Resolved, That the reports of the ccmmissioners 


| for adjusting land titles, made to Congress since 


the adjournment of the last session of Congress, 
be printed with the documents in relation to the 
public lands, ordered to be printed at the last ses- 


sion of Congress. 


PRINTING JOURNALS. 

By Mr. BIBB: 

Resolved, That the usual number of copies of 
the Journals of the Senate be reprinted forthe use 
of the Senate, arranging the legislative and exec- 
utive Journais in separate volumes; and that the 


| Secretary cause to be prepared and printed there- 
with a copious index to each volume, and also an 
| analytical index in a separate volume. 


This resolution was laid on the table. 


PRINTING LISTS OF PENSIONERS. 


By Mr. PRESTON: 
Resolved, That a list of the pensioners on the 


|rolis in the Treasury Office be printed and dis- 


tributed as heretofore ordered in regard to those 
in the War Office, with the addition of the names 
of the agents. 
HOUSE BILLS. 
The following bills from the House were can- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole, ordered to 
be engrossed and read the third time, and were 


passed : 

The bill for the reliefof Francis F. St. Cyr, ard 
the bill for the relief of Jared Buchanan were read, 
and indefinitely postponed. 

The following bills were read the first and sec- 
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ond time, ordered to be engrossed, and readathird Pay of the British Navy as established by an order in || Prizes.—If of equal or superior force, the whol 
tume: Council, June 23, 1824, computing the Pound at || value is distributed among the officers and crew , 
A bill for the relief of Samuel L. Asbury; $4 44. i] If of inferior force, one half to the United States 
A bill for the relief of the children of Dominick | Admiral of the fleet, per annum.......$9,723 60 ‘|and one half to the captors. Note.—Individuai, 
Lynch; ; Admiral......cceecessssseeeeccessc. 8,103 00 || fit out privateers for the prizes at their own ex. 
A bil for the relief of Daniel Page; Vice Admiral..........0.+s+++e0+0+++ 6,482 40 || Pense. 
A bill for the relief of Peter Triplett, Rear Admiral or Commodore, Ist class, 4,861 80 || _, Pensions.—Officers wounded are pensioned 


A bill for the relief of Stephen Gatlin; Cc Be See . if killed, their widows are pensioned. 
A bill for the relief of Larned Swallow; and aptain of the fle reeceeeeeees 4,861 80 | F pe 


: In addition to the above, every commander-in- 
aan to regulate the pay of the officers of the chief receives a further sum of $13 32 per day, PAY IN THE pees snag z. 
While the latter bill was under consideration, while his flag is flying within the limits of his +4: rancs, Dolls. 
Mr. HILL said, if the bill for raising the salaries 8*t1on. anette ste ania 
of the officers of the navy should pass, he would Vice, Admiral. .....eeesees.es 18,000 3,375 : 
consider it to be one of the most severe blows ever ; Rear Admiral...........++e+-12,000 oa 
inflicted on the American navy. As the sincere || | ; 
| 
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friend of that navy he hoped the Senate would Beanie 5 400 
pause before they inflicted this blow. Thereisa | Commander (capitaine de frig- : 
point beyond which the people will not go; they ‘| ate) , eee 
are willing amply to remunerate every man in First Lieutenant...........«+ 2,400 
their employ to the full amount of his services; Second Lieutenant............ 1,800 
but they never will consent that deception saall be || Mate, Ist class.........sesees 960 
maimed upon them. || Midshi - 

I tediny poet Mr. H.) before me tables of the | ! ge cenaiiont han 

pay of the officers of the French and the British | in service,and then.......... 480 
navy, and I will present them in contrast with the | > : || Master gunners and helmsmen 

pay of the officers of the American navy as it | , 


( - || Ist class, per month, 90f...... 1,080 
stands before the passage of this law. || Master gunners and helmsmen, 


|| Qd class, per month, 81f...... 972 
Capitaines d’armes, Ist class, per 
month, Slif.csccccccccsgecee 972 189 
Capitaines d’armes, 2d class, per 
MON Ties temctccesess. C4 10800 
Master carpenters, calkers, and 
sail-makers, Ist class, per 
Menth; Sif. cecsevesessices OTB 189 95 
|| Master carpenters, calkers, and 
sail-makers, 2d class, per 
: BROEIN, Fiilons odes oeess vases) OBE 162 00 
: || Master armorers, Ist class, per 
BINGE FOIA 8c chess cccstse. TAD 135 00 
Master armorers, 2d class, per 
PE Els acicnetiwcncuens. “NS 121 50 
One-fifth of the above to be deducted when the 
|| officers are on shore. 
When at sea, the officers receive a daily mess 
allowance in addition, varying according to the 
- || service or station on which they are to be em- 
: || ployed. 
‘| The midshipmen (eleves) of the 2d class receive 
|| no pay, except when in service. 


Mr. HILL continued. From these several 
statements it will be seen that the pay of the offi- 
|, cers of the navy of the United States, under the 
| law as it now stands, is better, much better, than 
|| the pay either in the British or French navy. 
Thus it will be seen that the commander of a 
'| frigate in the French navy receives (besides a 
mess allowance of about one-fourth) $787 50; the 
same commander in the British navy receives, in 
| full of all pay and emoluments, $2,213 56; while 
|| an American commander, of the same grade, re- 
ceives $2,170, besides other emoluments. Here 
an officer of this grade has at least equal pay to an 
: officer of the same grade in the British navy, and 
Incidental Allowances. nearly double the pay of the same grade of offi- 
Two dollars per week to officers attached to || cers in the French navy. Yet the bill raises the 
navy-yards where there are no quarters. Sta- | compensation of this officer from $3,500 as a min- 
tionery is furnished, and all postages upon public || imum to $4,500 per annum as a maximum allow- 
S | letters are repaid tothem. The cabins of the ships || ance. 
|| are supplied with the permanent furniture,deemed | But the pay of lieutenants is raised in still higher 
| fixtures, as carpets, tables, chairs, sophas, side- | proportion. A first lieutenant in the French 
| boards, dish covers, mirrors, &c. The allowance || navy, exclusive of daily mess allowance, receives 
in lieu of cabin furniture is for other small arti- || while on sea duty $450; a British lieutenant, as 
| cles. | his highest ‘nd exclusive allowance, receives 
Fifteen cents per mile is allowed to cover the || $663 78; while an American lieutenant, of the 
| expenses of travelling under orders, to captains || highest grade, receives $1,296 25, and of the low- 
and masters commandants by land, twelve cents || est grade $965 per annum, under the law as it now 
to all others; by water ten cents, and eight cents. || stands. ‘The new bill raises this pay of lieuten- 
Where officers are detained on duty at places || ants of the highest grade to $1,800, and even the 
without their regular stations, they are allowed, to || lowest is to receive $1,500 while on board ship. 
captains and masters commandants three dollars || This is more than treble the pay of French offi- 
per day; surgeons, lieutenants, and other officers, || cers of the same grade, and nearly treble that of 
_two dollars per day, during which their regular |! the British service. 
|| pay and emoluments continue. | Take, also, the pay of the most numerous class 
| Officers stationed at the several navy-yards are || of officers. Midshipmen in the French navy re- 
| allowed a much higher compensation generally | ceive no pay except when in actual service, and 
| than when at sea—a capital defect in making an || when in service, besides the daily mess allowance, 
| efficient navy. |, they receive as pay only $52 50perannum. Mid- 
Officers returning to the United States from | shipmen in the British navy receive, as their full 
abroad have their passage money paid to them. emoluments, $138 52. American midshipmen, 


ra 
Total 
amount. 


| 


ce 


SKS 


} 


' 
bein 


‘Servants 
and 


. (Candles. | 


| rations. 


Mode of rating Ships in the British Navy. 


First rate. All ships with three decks. {| 
Second rate. Two deckers of 80 guns and up- | 
wards. 
Third rate. Ships of 70, and less than 80 guns. 
Fourth rate. Ships of 50, and less than 70 guns. 
Fifth rate. Ships of 36, and less than 50 guns. | 
Sixth rate. Ships of 24, and less than 36 guns. 


The other vessels in the following table, rank || 
in the seventh rank. 
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$600 00 | $180 00 | $65 00 | $561 
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660 00 | $360 00 


Sloops, &c. 
49 
Pay and 
rations per 
annum 
319 25 
452 50 | 


49 79 
531 02 


531 02 | 


Pay in the American or United States Service, &c. 


1,5 
486 77 
708 03 | 
e*eeee $2 


20 years’ 


Philadelphia,| 2 


| Master Commandant....-.-- 


5th Rate. | 
1,771 04 | 
531 02 
531 02 | 
531 02 | 
708 03 | 
708 03 | 
and upwards...... 


-Yard, 


| 
Ist Rate. | 2d Rate. | 3d Rate. | 4th Rate. | 
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531 02 | 


663 78 

619 52 
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708 03 

404 04 
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Lieutenant attached to a ship.. 


ieutenant in comman 
Chaplain .... 
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Captain of a squadron... 


Captain o 
Captain o 
Captain o 
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Gunners ....eseceeeeeeeees 
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Pay in the British service per annum. 
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| Purser...... 
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1835. 
under the law as it stands, receive, as their lowest 
allowance, $319 25. The bill under considera- 
tion gives tue. same officer of the lowest grade, 
when attached to a ship, $400 per annum, and 
even while at home, doimg no service, the sum of 
6300 perannum. The pay of midshipmen of the 
iagher grade is carried in the American service 
w the amount of $750 per annum. 

O:her officers, x will be seen by the table I 
have presented, presenta still greater discrepancy. 
Thus the commander of a yard is raised from 
$4,066 75 to $4,590; masters commandant from 
$1,356 25 to $2,500; chaplains from $662 50 to 
$1,200; gunners, boatswains, sail-makers, and car- 
penters, from $422 50 to $750, &ce. = 

Compared with the salaries of the highest civil 
officers in most of the States of the Union—with 
the salaries of the highest judicial officers requir- || 
ing expensive education and preparation—the pay 
of the officers of the American navy will be enor- 
mous, if the bill passes; it is out of proportion to 
all other compensation in this country, public or 
private. If the greatest enemy of the navy had _ 
meditated the greatest injury to the service, he 
could not have devised a more effectual method of 
doing it than the passage of such a bill as this. | 

The people cannot, they will not, stand such 
a stride in advancing =— salaries, as is sanc- 
tioned by this navy bill. Whatwas the condition 
of the officers of the navy during the late war | 
with Great Britain? At that time, while they | 
were fighting and covering themselves with glory 
—while they could not get from the impoverished 
treasury of the nation the smaller pay that wastheir 
due—they did not ask to have their pay raised, | 
even when the currency was depreciated. But | 
now a new race seems to have arisen in the | 
navy, that knows not Joseph—an influence which 
comes from the higher grade, not the laboring 
classes of society. The rush for midshipmen’s 
berths in the navy, for many years, has been | 
great, even with the low compensation that the 
present law affords. The sons of rich men, or 
of genteel poor men, not the bone and muscle | 
of the country, are the most numerous seekers | 
of places as midshipmen in the navy; hundreds 
of names are still on the list as seekers for the 
places. The number has been increased until prob- 
ably not one-fifth are in active employ. And is this || 
the time to raise the pay of the boys in the navy? 
‘The midshipmen in the French and British navy 
have scarcely sufficient pay to purchase clothing; 
their youth go into the service with the sole pros- 
pect of reliance on their own exertions. The 
American youth who enter the service receive 
pay both while out of and while in the service suffi- 
cient to superinduce habits of dissipation. Can 
there be a doubt in which service will ultimately 
terminate superiority or elevation of character? 

The whole increase of pay of officers of the 
navy by the bill, 1 am intormed, will be to the 
amount of three hundred thousand dollars per an- 
num. Theaddition to the pay of the corps of lieu- | 
tenants alone, it is said, will exceed one hundred 
thousand dollars. And this, too, when it is said 
scarcely one-fifth of the officers of the navy are in 
actual service. Could there bea more unfortunate 
tume to introduce such a Lill as this? 

The bill has been carried in one branch by an 
almost exclusive party vote on one side, with just 
enough of the other side to overbalance the ques- | 
tion. This has been done, as I believe, when many 


of those who voted in favor of the bill did not un- || 


derstand the extent of the increase of pay. There | 
has been a revulsion in that branch since the bill | 
passed, that induces the Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. Sovurnarp] now to say the bill will be | 
lost, if it shall be amended go as to include the | 
officers of the marines, and make them equal to 
those of the navy. The Senate will not suffer this | 
bill to go back to the House. It might have been | 
there passed under entreaties and personal appli- | 
cations of those interested. It is my belief the | 
bill would not again pass that body. Its great | 
friend here will not again trust the bill out of the | 
Senate. I shall regret hereafter if it shall be seen | 
that the effect of raising the salaries of the officers | 
of the navy, at a time when there is a general | 
press on the Secretary of the Navy to get places” 
in that service, will lower the estimation in which 
that branch of the public service is held by the | 
people of the United States. 
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The following House bills were taken up, con- 
sidered as in the Committee of the Whole, ordered 
to be engressed, and afterwards read a third time 


and passed. 


A bill for the relief of Joseph Gilbert; 

A bill for the relief of Juhn Gorodelle; 

A bill granting a pension to Colonel Gideon 
Morgan, of ‘Tennessee; 

A bill to render permanent the mode of supply- 
ing the army, and fixing the salaries of clerks in 


the Commissary General’s office; 


A bill making appropriations for certain bea- 


cons, light-houses, and buoys, for the year 1835; 


A bill supplementary to the act to extend a 


| lateral branch of the Baltimore and Ohio railroad 
into the city of Washington; 


A bill granting a pension to Justus Cobh; and 

Several bills severally granting pensions as fol- 
lows: to Thomas Swartwood, Benjamin Elolland, 
William Wileges, Isaac Eckwright, Ephraim F. 


| Gilbert, Captain Cole, an Indian chief, Solomon 
| Case, George C. Seaton, Justus Cobb, Benjamin 


Leslie, Wm. Baden and James, Harrington, Sam- 
uel Shelmerdine, Abraham E. Boutwell and David 
Pearson, John Moore, John Bryant, John F. 
Wiley, William Lawrence, Thomas Ball, Joseph 
Mead, Noah Miller. 

A bill granting a pension to Luke Vorhise 


| was indefinitely postponed. 


MILITARY BOUNTY SCRIP. 
Mr. POINDEXTER moved to take up the bill 


| extending the time for issuing scrip for United 


States military bounty land warrants; which was 


| disagrecd to. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 
Mr. SILSBEE, from the Committee on Com- 


| merce, reported the bill from the House making 
| appropriations for the Delaware breakwater, and 
| for certain harbors, for the year 1835. 


On Mr. SILSBEE’S motion, the Senate pro- 


| ceeded to consider the bill, as in committee of the 
whole, and the amendments having been gone | 
| through with, 


Mr. TIPTON offered an amendment, appropri- 
ating $10,000, to be applied under the direction of 
the Secretary of War, to the construction of a 
harbor at Michigan City, mouth of Frail creek, on 
Lake Michigan. 


Mr. 'T. said he felt it his duty to propose this | 
| amendment to the bill. He made a similar prapo- 
| sition last session; but it failed, as he understood, 
| in consequence of no survey having been made of 


the proposed harbor. A survey, however, was 
made last fall, by an officer of the engineer corps, 
whose report was referred sume weeks ago to the 


| Committee on Commerce; and Mr. T. said he was 
informed by the honorable chairman [Mr. Sirs- 
| BEE] that the committee would not consent to 


amend this bill, as it provided only for the prose- 
cution of works already commenced. That there 
were similar propositions before them then that 
the committee determined to attach to a bill that 
was expected from the House, providing for new 
works. 


| mittee; it might defeat his proposition, but would 
| not prevent him from doing hisduty. He wastold 
| last year this harbor was not surveyed ; and now, to 
| wait till a bill came from the other House. Did 
nut honorable gentlemen know that at this late 
hour no other bill need be expected from the 
other House? Mr. T. said he heard calls from all 
| sides to withdraw the amendment; and he woyld 
| do so if he could, consistent with duty; but he 
could not, and would not surrender the rights of 
those he had the honor in part to represent here. 


|| He begged honorable Senators to recollect that 


Indiana had no other harbors to improve but this. ble advantages or disadvantages of such works, 


seperiney the probable effects upon the health 
an 


| Few States were thus situated. Turn to your 
statute-book, and you will find that no session of 
Congress passes, without aperereee money for 
every other State. What has been done for 


| appropriation as a matter of right. 
arbors have been constructed at every creek 
and inlet on the eastern sea-board, on Lake Erie, 





| City, although new, is a place of immense busi- 
ness. Many of its citizens are business-men, 
possessing large capitals, and have embarked in 
commercial enterprises with great spirit. 








port last summer. 
be doubled the next season. 
sumed in the norch part of Indiana, and a part of 
Illinois and Michigan, will be landed at this point 
as soon as the harbor is in a condition to protect 
the commerce of the place. 
made each year to construct a harbor at Chicago, 
fifty miles west of Trail creek, and another is aiso 
expected for the St. Joseph’s river, forty-five 
miles northwest of our harbor. 
voted with pleasure for the construction of har- 
bors, and would not now complain, could he 
obtain what is just for hisown State. Every dollar 
laid out to improve harbors on Lake Michigan, 
turns the business to those which are most secure; 
thus, by improving that at Chicago, you substract 
from the business and the value of our property 
at Michigan City. 
neighbors, but could not consent to vote for others, 
to the neglect of his own constituents, 
presented the amendment and his views, he aske 

the yeas and nays, In order that by recording his 
vote, his constituents might see that he had done 
his duty. 
decision of the Senate as gravely as any Senator 
could, who felt that a portion of his constituents 


He deemed it unfortunate that he had to | 
| encounter the unanimous opposition of the com- 


ndi- || 
| . . . 
panes. Wie sam, nathing 29.0. Shen, hae einen (ie the United States, which will be reclaimed by the 


construction of any such levees, and make report 


and almost all otherlakes, ‘This town, Michigan | 


Between , Captain Reu 
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sixty and one hundred lake vessels arrived at this 


This number will no doubt 
Tne goods con- 


Appropriations are 


Mr. T. said he 


He wished to be liberal to his 
pn, 
If voted down, he would yield to the 


were operated upon unjustly. The yeas and nays 
were ordered, and the amendment was disagreed 


to, by the following vote: 


YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Black, Goldsborough, 


| Hendricks, Kane, Kent, Linn, Robinson, Tipton, 


Tomlinson, Webster, White—12. 
NAYS—Messrs. Bibb, Buchanan, Clayton, 
Ewing, Hill, King of Georgia, Leigh, Mangum, 
Naudain, Poindexter, Prentiss, Ruggles, Shepley, 
Silsbee, Southard, Swift, Tallmadge, ‘T'yler—18. 
After the consideration of executive business, 
the Senate, at eleven o’clock, adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, Warch 2, 1835. 
Petitions and memorials were presented by Mr. 


' HUBBARD, of New Hampshire; 


Messrs. BAYLIES and PLILLLIPS, of Massa- 
chusetts; 

Messrs. DICKSON and HARD, of New York; 

Mr. BANKS, of Pennsylvania; 

[Mr. Banks presented a memorial signed by 
citizens of West Greenville, Mercer county, Penn- 
sylvania, praying that a law may be passed abol- 
ishing slavery and the slave trade in the District 


| of Columbia and the Territories. ] 


Messrs. CHINN and MASON, of Virginia; 

Messrs. INGE and DUNLAP, of Tennessee; 

Mr. REYNOLDS, of Illinois; 

Mr. LYON, of Michigan; 

Mr. VINTON, of Ohio. 

W hich petitions and memorials were appropri- 
ately disposed of. 


On motion of Mr. PLUMMER, several reti- 
tions heretofore presented by him in relation to 
the public lands were ordered to be printed 


The following resolution, offered by Mr. Cray, 
from the Committee on Public Lands, on the 3d 
February was taken up, read, considered, and 
agreed to, viz: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to cause an estimate to be made of 
the probable expense of constructing a levee on 
the public land on the western bank of the Mis- 
sissippi and the southern bank of Red river, in 
the State of Louisiana; also, an estimate of the 
expense of constructing levees on, or removin 
obstructions from, the rivers of Arkansas an 
Missouri through tie public lands, wherever 
they may be necessary; together with the proba- 


prosperity of the country in which any of 
such works may be constructed, and the probable 
uantity, quality, and value of land belonging to 


thereof to the next Congress. 


On motion of Mr. BEATTY, 
Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims be instructed to inquire into the propriety 
of directing permet to be made to the heirs of 
n Waggener, of the amount due 
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him for services as an officer and private in the 
Virginia State line, or Continental establishment; 
and that said committee inquire into and ascertain 
the amount, if any, in money and land due to the 


said heirs for the revolutionary services sae 


Weggener, either as an officer or private soldier, 
and report to this House the result of said inquiry. 


On motion of Mr. C. P. WHITE, 


Resolved, That ten thousand copies be printed | 


of the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury 
respecting the commerce and navigation of the 
United States for the year ending September 30, 
1834, when the same shall be received. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. POLK, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported, with amendments, the bill from 
the Senate in relation to the public deposites; 
which was committed, and the amendments 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MUHLENBERG, from the Committee on 


Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief | 


of the legal representatives of Doctor Absalom 
Beard, Secaneel: ; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 


On motion of Mr. CAMBRELENG, the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
were discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill from the Senate to suspend the operation 
of certain provisoes of the act to alter and amend 
the i imposing duties on imports. 

The amendment reported by the Committee of 
Ways and Means was then negatived, and the bill 
was read the third time and passed. - 

Mr. BANKS, from the Committee of Claims, 


reported a bill for the relief of the sureties of | 


Nicholas Carter; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Upon the motions of Messrs. CLAY, MUH- 
LENBERG, BROWN, POLK, McINTIRE, 
and SCHENCK, tthe standing committees, to 
which they belong, were discharged from the 
further consideration of various petitions and sub- 
jects which had been referred to them. 

THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 

The report made by Mr. HAMER, from the 
Judiciary Committee, on the subject of the public 
printing, came up for consideration. 

The reading of the report having been con- 
cluded, 

Mr. WILDE moved to lay the report and mo- 
tion to print it on the table. 

Mr. HUBBARD demanded the yeas and nays. 
Ordered. 

Mr. WILDE withdrew his motion, when the 
report was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WEST POINT ACADEMY. 


The report of the select committee on the West 
Point Academy was taken up, the question being 
on a motion to recommit the report. 

After some suggestions by several members in 
regard to the disposition of the report, 

Mr. H. HALL (who was entitled to the floor 
when the subject was last before the House) rose 
in support of the motion to recommit. After 
speaking a short time, and without concluding, 
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| Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union he would be willing 


from the further consideration of the report and 
| resolutions of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
on the subject of the relations with France. 

On this motion Mr. WILDE asked for the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered, and were— 
yeas 104, nays 92. 

So the motion prevailed. 
__ The report and resolutions being before the 
' House, 

Mr. J.Q@. ADAMS said he had, on Saturday, 
accepted the amendment of the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Ancuer,] as a modification of his 

first resolution; but he begged to state, that he 
wished a direct vote upon his resolution, if the 
amendment of Mr. Arcuer should be rejected. 

_ Some conversation ensued upon the question 

_ before the House; and after an explanation from 

| Mr. MASON, of Virginia, who was in the chair 

in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 

| Union on Saturday, 

| The SPEAKER informed the House that 

the question would be on the amendment of Mr. 

| Ancuer first, which is as follows: 

| §* Resolved, That in the just expectation that the 

| * Government of France will have made provision, 


‘or will make provision for carrying into effect | 
‘ the stipulations of the treaty of indemnity with | 


| ‘that Government of the 4th of July, 1831, this 
| * House will forbear at the present time to adopt 
‘any measure in relation to that subject.’’ 
(The resolutions reported by Mr. CAMBRELENG, 
| from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, together 
| with the substitute proposed by Mr.J.Q.Apams, 
| will be found on page 309. 
| Mr. E. EVERETT, who was entitled to the 
| floor, then addressed the House. He said it was 
not his intention originally to have said a word 
| on this subject, notwithstanding the situation he 
| occupied as a member of the Committee on Foreign 
| Affairs. He had had an opportunity of submit- 
ting his views to the House in a report, which it 
had ordered to be printed; and, moreover, the state 
_of his health would not permit him to encounter 
| the fatigue necessary to make his voice heard in 
that Hall. In addition to this, there was anuther 
reason operating with greater force upon his 
mind, and that was, that it was almost impossible 
|, to discuss this subject, whatever might be the 
views of gentlemen on one side or the other, 
| thout saying that which, perhaps, had better 
not be ‘aid for ‘the public interest at home or 
abroad. He should be very brief, for he felt how 
| precious the time of the Hlouse was. 
| When this question came before the Committee 
| on Foreign Affairs at the beginning of the session, 
|| it was on the recommendation of the President of 
| the United States of an act of Congress ordering 
reprisals to issue upon the commerce of France. 
| Mr. E. deemed that recommendation inexpedient 
to be adopted. If the measure were expedient of 
| itself, what could be more inexpedient than to 
give the adverse party timely notice of it, so as to 
enable him to anticipate it? It was evident that 
a majority of the committee thought with Mr. E. 
| on that point, and he considered it desirable that 
a report should be madé thereon, in order that the 
| effect of that recommendation might be counter- 


| assent to; nor had he concealed his 


to have adopted, he declined 


| doing so, on the ground that he felt himself inca. 


pable of drafting such a resolution as 
expedient, and that the House would a 
one presented to the 


he deemed 
dopt. The 
House he never gave hig 
oe ? Opinions on 
the subject ih the committee. There was then no 
other course left to the minority but that whith 
| they had adopted. They set forth that the rec. 
| ommendation of reprisals was not concurred in 
by the committee. The same was the opinion of 
Mr. Livingston, who gave itas his opinion that the 
French Chamber of Deputies would pass the bil} 
of cee. if Congress should not pass an 
act of reprisals. This was the first point to which 
the attention of the minority had been turned 
The next thing to be done was to show that, in 
standing upon the treaty, we were not standine 
a a mere piece of parchment, but upon a basis 
of truth and justice, and that upon that ground we 
would insist upon the stipulations of the treaty, 
The third was the proposition embraced in the 
President’s last message, viz: a recall of our Min- 
ister from France; and it was upon this that the 
majority and minority of the committee mainly 
differed. These views were fully set forth in the 
report of the minority, which had been directed 
to be printed by the House. 

The fourth point was, that at the present session 
of Congress it was inexpedient to do any thing 
further in legislation—leaving it to the considera- 
tion and deliberation of the next Congress. This 
was his sentiment, his feeling, and judgment, but 
it was not his resolution, nor did he submit it as 
such. Mr. E. objected to the resolutions under 
consideration for manyreasons. The words,“ at 
all hazards,’’ he thought were superfluous. It 
was always sufficient to use the word ‘ insist’’ till 
the opposite party refused. He thought the former 
expression rash, and uncalled for by the dignity 
of the subject. The resolution of the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. Ancuer] embraced the senti- 
ment of the minority. It was the sense of the 
House, and of the nation at large, that the treaty 
should be insisted upon. 

The next question was as to the policy to be 
| pursued, and this was the most delicate question 
ofall. He was for insisting upon the treaty at all 
hazards, but he was not for enforcing the treaty at 
all hazards. He was for avoiding every thing of 
an irritating character. It was said we could not 
negotiate further, and that further negotiation 
would not ensure our insisting upon the treaty. 
He was at a loss to see the force of this objection. 
In 1781 we negotiated, and in the negotiation in- 
sisted upon our independence, and secured and 
maintained it. Supposingnegotiation failed. Why 
then he would not go to war till every other ex- 
pedient had been tried. Commercial restrictions 
in favor of France might be removed. If this 
| failed, we might go a step further. We might rid 
ourselves of the convention of 1822, and then we 
might passa non-intercourseact. And if all failed 
what should we then do? Still insist upon the ex- 
ecution of the treaty. How, after every peaceful 
remedy had failed? There he would stop. He 
would not look into the future. The fortunes of 
nations were subject to vicissitudes which no man 
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he gave way to 

Mr. CAMBRELENG, who moved that the 
House proceed to the consideration of the orders 
of the day; which carried—ayes 118, noes not 
counted. 


acted abroad. The last despatches of Mr. Liv- 
ingston showed the propriety and justice of such 
acourse. The majority of the committee, how- 
ever, did not coincide, but thought it expedient 
‘| not to report. Thus the matter stood till about a 
|| week ago, when a resolution, substantially the 
| same as that now reported from the committee, 
was proposed in committee. He understood the 
chairman thereof [Mr. CamBrecenc] to state the 
| other day that he had found it difficult to collect 
the sense of the minority of the committee on that 
| resolution. Mr. E. had himeelf stated, over and 


could foresee. He would leave that contingency 
to a future Congress. That was the last day but 
one that his voice would, perhaps, be ever heard 
in that Hall, and as a farewell sentiment, he would 
tell them, for heaven’s sake, to preserve peace. 
He was in the minority, but he appealed to the 
majority, as they prized the esteem of their fel- 
low-citizens, to preserve peace. , This he would 
say to the President of the United States, if a 
voice which had never flattered nor vilified could 
reach hisears. He respectfully abjured the Presi- 
| dent, whose power was greater than that of any 


a 


ene NE Said 
: 


CUMBERLAND ROAD. 

Mr. McKENNAN moved to suspend the rules 
of the House, so as to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill from the Senate for the continuation 
and repairs of the Cumberland road; but the 
House refused. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report, 

ursuant to law, of the persons employed in the 

ndian department; which was laid on the table 
and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Postmaster General, transmitting a list 
of unproductive mail routes; which was laid on 
the table and ordered to be printed. 

RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG moved to discharge the 


over again, that so far as the resolution went to 
| insist upon the obligation of the treaty, he fully 
concurred in it; but he was distinctly opposed to 
| that part of it which went to shut the door against 
_ all negotiation. In truth, he did not think it de- 
sirable that any resolution at all should be adopted 
by the House; for he thought it exceedingly dif- 
ficult, if not impossible, to frame any resolution 
| which the House would pass with unanimity, and 
| which it would be desirable it should pass. On 
|| one occasion, when the pen was put into his hand 
‘| for the purpose of drafting such a resolution as 


| Emperor or 


| 
as well as a firm and decided course, was what 


ing in Christendom, to preserve 
peace. He admired, as did his respected colleague, 
the spirit of the President; but moderation, pru- 
dence, and discretion, were qualities required in 
such a crisis as this. A prudent and temperate, 


would best carry the country through, with honor 
and glory, in a crisis like the present. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Ohio, followed in an argument 
of much spirit and energy, and at great length, in 
support of the resolutions’ appended to the report 


of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. He was in 
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osed. He contended as a point which had not 
been dwelt upon by any of those who had preceded 
him, that there was no propriety in waiting for 
the French Chamber of Deputies to reject the ap- 
propriation for indemnity under the treaty, as that 


body had already once rejected it. Should we | 


wait for a repetition of the wrong before we sought 
redress? He urged that the French Government 


had throughout treated the subject with insincerity | 


and injustice. : ‘ : 

(Mr. A.’s remarks will be published in full 
hereafter. | 

Mr. LOVE was understood to be opposed to 


the adoption of any resolutions; for before the re- || 
sult of the deliberations of that House could be || 
known at Paris, the French Chamber of Deputies | 
will have finally acted upon the subject. He saw | 
no utility in passing either the resolutions or the | 
amendment, because he believed there was but || 


one sentiment pervading the whole country upon 
this subject, and that sentiment was that they 


would abide by the treaty. However we might | 


differ as to our opinions, and the manner in which 
our views should be carried out, he was well 
assured that the opinion was general that we 
should abide by the Chief Magistrate, in asserting 
what was due to the honor and dignity of the na- 


tion. The best time to express our opinions | 
would be when the appropriation should be asked | 
for, and he should then express himself in a much 


stronger manner than now. Ail proceedings now 
were incipient. He should be willing to vote for 


any sum that the organ of the Executive and that || 
House should deem necessary to appropriate for | 
the purpose of enforcing justice. The resolutions | 
before the House were idle, and a mere consump- 
tion of time. He was for taking a ground that | 


should at once show the world what we intended 
to do. 


Mr. L. took that occasion also to say that-he | 


dissented totally from the opinion of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] that the 
course of our Minister to Paris had merited entire 


approbation, by remaining in that Metropolis after | 


he had been notified that his passports were ready 
for him. Mr. L. thought, on the contrary, that 


his conduct on that occasion was rather of the | 
character which he regretted to designate as dast- 
ardly and cowardly, and such as the country ought | 
nottosubmitto. Hethought our Minister should | 
have acted very differently, and he was borne out | 


in this opinion by the President himself, who in- 


forms him ‘* that he should have felt no surprise, || 


and certainly would have expressed no displeas- 
ure, had you yielded to the impulse of national 
pride and at once have quitted 
whole legation, on the receipt of the Count de 
Rigny’s note of the 13th January.” 


Mr. L. said he considered the notification sent | 


to Mr. Livingston as a direct insult, and that that 


Minister would have better considered the honor | 


and dignity of the country by instant departure 


out of the qounire. A strange reason was as- | 
av 


signed for his not ing done so, that he ought 


not to leave Paris on account of the expense of || 


breaking up the delegation! What an extraor- 
dinary reason for the Minister of this great coun- 
try! He himself invites a war message, and when 
he receives it, he is governed by the construction 
put upon it by the newspapers ! when a gen- 


tleman is ordered out of the house, he is to reply, | 
" I will not take the hint!’? Was there an Amer- | 
ican in the world who would thus have acted? 
Mr. L. further condemned the conduct of Mr. | 


Livingston, and said he was not for war, if it could 
be avoided, particularly with our ancient friend 
and ally. He had a veneration for her people, 


although he could not say much about her present | 
King, but he remembered with gratitude and ven- || 


eration that King who aided us in efecting our 
independence. 
money, it would be mercenary, and such a one 
as he hoped would never be heard urging on our 
seamen to victory. 

Mr. McDOW ELL MOORE said it was true 
that one Chamber of Deputies could not bind 
another; and even if they had paid nine out of ten 
instalments, they might withold the tenth; but 
then they must ake the consequences. He must 
hold the French nation as responsible for the acts 


of the Executive of France. He held that the | 
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favor of the strongest expression of opinion pro- | 


rance, with the || 


e would never fight France for | 
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the contract. How could France look us or the 
world in the face, with gross injustice brande:! 
upon her fame? We had been told that we had 
nothing to do with national honor! It was the 
first time he had ever heard that strange doctrine 
promulgated. He would tell the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Ginmer,] that there was in this 
country a strong and unconquerable spirit of 
national pride; not, indeed, the spirit that created 
debt, he would stop short of nothing that became | strife between crowned heads, but that elevated 
|| the honor and dignity of the country. Hecared policy which would induce us properly and 
| not about the power of France; if the honor de- | promptly to meet every emergency in which the 
|| Mlanded the contingency, let it be met; the greater honor of a country or an individual could be 
|| the disparity the greater the glory. Ele was for | thvolved. The people of this country would insist 
insisting for a full and prompt execution of the || on the fulfilment of the treaty to the uttermost 
treaty. Mr. M. concluded by reading a resolu- | letter. It was right that they should do so; for if 
tion he intended to propose to that effect. | it were infracted with impunity, every puny Gov- 
Mr. EVANS addressed the House at some | ernment in Christendom would turn up its nose 
length in reply to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. | with scorn and contempt at our system of passive 
ALLEN, ] and upon the general question. He was || obedience and non-resistance. He did not believe 
| opposed to any hostile measures, and was in favor || there was a man in this country who would go to 
of the resolution proposed by the gentleman from || war for the paltry sum of five millions in contest. 
Virginia, (Mr. Ancuer.}] He considered this | No; it was the honor and dignity of our national 
|| resolution as the most pacific and proper to be || character that prompted the patriotic feeling which 
|| adopted on the occasion. He entered into a his- | pervaded the community. Much had been said 
|| tory of the treaty with France. He hoped that | of the blood that was to be shed in this contest. 
|| the House would avoid any declarations predicated | He did not believe that any blood was to be shed; 
| upon a contingency which might never happen. | but if it was, it would be better to meet the crisis 
He contended that the present difficulty was attri- | like men, than to crouch like slaves. 
butable principally to the menaces held by the Mr. CLAYTON said the House were acting 
President in his last annual message. This mes- | upon a report of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
|| sage, he conceived, presented the chief obstacle | founded upon information furnished by the Pres- 
| to an amicable adjustment of this question. He ident of the United States. Now, if they were to 
contended that there was no consideration which | act upon reports of newspapers, or to travel out 
called for any action on the part of Congress, of the record, they would be acting in a manner 
until the decision of the French Chainbers should || unbecoming the dignity of the subject. He ob- 
be ascertained. || served, also, that it was not those who spoke the 
Mr. SUTHERLAND agreed with the gentle- | loudest who were the most brave, and it generally 
man from Ohio [Mr. Lyrie] that the French | happened that the war party in peace were the 
Government had no right to take umbrage at the | peace party in war. They should also remember 
message of the President. She was the aggressor, | that they themselves would never be called upon 
| and the President had doneno more than his duty | to face a gun, and they were in the situation of 
| in presenting the subject to Congress in the light | waging war for others. Mr. C. contended that 
in which he viewed it. Mr. S. said, he highly | there was no necessity for it. What was the pres- 
respected the honorable gentleman from Massa- | ent situation of affairs with France? What said 
| chusetts (Mr. Everett] who addressed the House || the French Government? Hear the language of 
| this morning. He was esvut to retire from his |, the Foreign Minister of France: 
legislative duties, and would leave it with the ‘The King’s Government, though deeply 
esteem of all parties, and not least for his mild, || ‘ wounded by imputations to which | will not give 
moral, and liberal views which he entertained upon | ‘a name, having demonstrated their purely gratu- 
the question under consideration; yet he regretted | ‘ itous character, still does not wish to retreat 
the feeling in which that gentleman had reflected | ‘ absolutely from a determination already taken, 
on the course of the President. He was the head of | ‘ in a spirit of good faith and justice. How great 
our Government, discharging its functions in the | ‘ soever may be the difficulties caused by the prov- 
|| spirit of duty, and as such commanded our respect || ‘ ocation which President Jackson has given, and 
and support. ‘ by the irritation which it has produced in the 
France had entered into an engagement with us, | ‘ public mind, it will ask the Chambers for an 
and had failed to fulfil her sacred pledges. It | ‘appropriation of twenty-five millions, in order 
became the duty of the President to present the | ‘to meet the engagements of July 4th.”’ 
facts to us, with his own views of them. He | Here, then, we have a distinct assurance from 
‘| had done so with candor, dignity, and firmness. || the French Minister that the bill would be pre- 
It had been urged that the President acted under | sented. Mr. C. also read further extracts from 
| the undue influence of our Minister to France, the despatches. The Minister had given an as- 
(Mr. Livingston.) Such an influence had never surance that if Congress failed to act on the rec- 
‘| existed. The Chief Magistrate was bound to lay | ommendation of reprisals, the bill would be sufbmit- 
all the facts before the country. It was required ted, andno doubt passed. Mr. C.also maintained 
|| that the treaty on our part should be sanctioned that the French Ministry had acted up to the 
|| by our Senate. This was done; and when France | pledges of the King to Mr. Livingston. How 
'| was advised of that fact, why did she not confirm || could Congress consistently act upon this subject 
| it on her part? Mr. 8. said emphatically that’) when every thing had been done that could be 
| France must pay this stipulated indemnity; and done? We now stood as high aswecould. We 
when he said she must, he indicated the relative had forfeited nothing, and should we descend from 
position in which the two nations stood. It was that lofty elevation we had reached? He, for one, 
a contract which must be fulfilled, and few in this | had no disposition to commit the nation. The 
country would be found recreant in support of | man of true courage never committed himself, but 
|| that position. He deemed it totally unnecessary | waited silently, patiently, and with confidence, 
|| to say ‘‘at all hazards;’’ he cared not for the with a perfect determination to meet the crisis 
| words; when he said she must, he said all. The | when it came. He would move to lay the whole 
present period was distinguished for its pacific | subject on the table, were it not that many gen- 
policy. By this expression of our opinion, we | tlemen wished to address the House. He was 
‘| summon France before the civilized world, and | opposed to any resolutions being adopted, but if 
public opinion would stamp its veto on the whole any were to be passed upon by the House, that 
|| course of -her flagrant injustice towards us. She of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Ancurr] 
| had taken with avidity all the advantages secured was the only one which he could bring himself to 
to her by the treaty, in the introduction of her | vote for. 
wines and silks; but when youcometotheindem- | Mr. GILMER would ask what was intended 
nity, that is the pecuniary part of the treaty, and by the introduction of the resolutions? What was 
cannot be carried into effect by her Deputies! promised or expected to result from them? These 
The French derive about half a million of dollars | questions came home to every one, to the interest 
|| in her commerce, ($200,000 on her wines, and || of the whole commiry. Besides, what power had 
| about $300,000 on her silks,) on the strength of that Housetodoso? That House had only legis- 
| the treaty, and then refuse to fulfil their part of || lative authority, and to pass these resolutions he 


moment the treaty was made by the treaty-making 
Power, the nation was bound by it. If the Ex- 
|| ecutive had transcended its powers, or had made 
|| a treaty founded in gross injustice, the Chamber 
‘| might then justly refuse to ratify it, but the one | 
| under consideration was of a different character. | 
He was not for plunging the country into a war 
| heedlessly and precipitately; but if it was ascer- 
|| tained that France had resolved not to pay the 
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cortended would be transcending their constitu- 

‘ional limite of power. Mr. G. reterred to the con- 

ec quences and effects of war upon the interests of 

the country and the stability of its institutions. | 
He contended that nothing had as yet been done 

by the French Government to justify such a course 

on our part. So far as the treaty making power | 
of that country was concerned, every thing had 
been done that could be done. Of whom did we 
complain? Of the popular branch of the French 
Government. We should bear in mind that that |, 
branch was new to France, and every one must || 
perceive, who had read the debates of the French || 
Chamber, that there was a prevailing ignoran€e || 
on the subject of these claims. They were ap- 
prehensive that the monarchy had gone too far, 
and there was a jealousy which existed between 
them. But should we, the most popular Govern- 
ment on earth be the first and foremost to pre- 
vent the exercise of the popular branch of a nation 
just emerging from the shackles of despotism ? 
He was convinced that if we went to war on 
account of this treaty, as the subject stood at 
present, public opinion ‘would be against it. He 
had no doubt whatever that the force of public 
opinion alone in Europe would compel France to | 
pay this indemnity. War, it should be borne in 

mind, would put an end to it. Go to war, and 

the indemnity would be atan end. He said that 

neither national honor nor national character was 

concerned in this dispute. 

Mr. LYTLE followed with great energy, and || 
at considerable length, in support of the resolu- || 
tions reported by Mr. Camprecena, and in reply 
to Mr. Girmer and Mr. Arcuer. ! 

Mr. CAMBRELENG rose, not to prolong the || 
debate, but to make an attempt to put an end to || 
the only war which he believed would ever grow 
out of this question. We had on most great | 
questions—particularly on one which divided the |, 
House and the country— adjusted it by compro- || 
mise. Ele now rose to propose a compromise || 
which he hoped would unite both sides of the 
House. It was due to the gentleman from Mas- || 
sachusetts [Mr. ad toexplain to him that he | 
could not accept his first resolution as he had || 
promised t» do, because, on examining its pro- 
visions, he found it referred rather to the rights of 
the claimants than of the nation. Hethoughtthe 
House would not adopt a resolution of that char- | 
acter. He, however, proposed to offer the resolu- | 
tion he had presented yesterday, without the 
words, ** at all hazards,’’ for he was compelled to 
concur in the opinion expressed by the gentleman | 
himself, [Mr. Evererr] that they were unparlia- 
mentary. 

Mr. é EVERETT explained. He considered 
them not unparliamentary in a report, but in the 
form of a resolution. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG continued. That gen- 
tleman must pardon me, sir, if I cannot perceive 
he propriety of the distinction between a report 
ed a resolution, which he makes. Both are alike 
reported for adoption or rejection by the House. 
‘The language was (he thought) not only unpar- | 
liamentary, but-——the gentleman must pardon him 
for saying—that it was undignified and even gas- 
conading. He, therefore, most willingly relin- 
quished them as incompatible with the dignity of | 
the House. He should offer the resolution with- | 
out these words as soon as the present motion 
was decided, and he hoped in that form it would 
meet the approbation of the House. 

Mr. ROBERTSON, of Virginia, after some re- || 
marks, read two resolutions which he had pre- | 
pared, and intended to offer in the event of that | 
offered by his colleague (Mr. Arcuer] being re- || 
jected, The first one declared that the United || 
States regard the treaty of 1831 as fairly and 
finally settling the differences between the two 
Governments; and that there was satisfactory 
evidence that the French Government was desirous 
of the fulfilment of the treaty, and reason to hope |, 
that the Chamber will carry it into effect. The 
second resolution (he said) he had extracted from 
the words of the report of the Committee on For- | 
eign Relations. Mr. R. advocated the position 
indicated in his resolution at some length. 

Mr. BINNEY then obtained the floor, but gave 
way to enable the Speaker to sign various bills. 

Mr. BINNEY then proceeded to address the , 
House, in anargument of considerable length, on || 


/ matter. 
| between the King and country. We are bound 


| know in the transaction. 


| sidered a still greatet calamity. 
| the agency of negotiation. 
| men to pause before they used language which 
does not enter into the door thus left open for her, 


| the Committee on Foreign Relations, nor could he 
| support those of the gentleman from Massachu- 
| setts, (Mr. Apams,] for the reasons which he had 


| of war? 
resolution? to drive us from any action in regard | 


_ treaty on the 


|| that this House is under our Constitution. 
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| the general principles involved in the dispute be- | consummation ; and therefore we 


tween the French Government and our own. He 
contended that we hed nothing to do with the 
part the Chambers of France possessed in this 
It was an affair among themselves— 


to look to the former, whom only we were to 
He deprecated the evils 
of war, but the sacrifice of national honor he con- 
This House (he | 
suid) could never insist on the fulfillment of the 
treaty of 1831, unless by negotiation. We had 
agreed in that very treaty to receive this indemnity | 
by instalments, which must be received throu h 

He called on gentle- 


would take away all grace and half the force of | 
their rights. Leave France no pretext, and if she | 
it is not for us to answer the consequences. He 
could not vote for these resolutions submitted by 


already submitted. He asked if this country was 
willing to strengthen the hands of the constitu- | 
tional monarchy of France? That would be the | 


_unkindest cut of all, for us to strengthen a mon- | 


archy against its republican opponents. Would | 
it oppose the interests of its friends—those who | 
had made common cause with us in advocating the | 
execution of thistreaty? Oneof these results was | 
inevitable in the present state of French affairs at |, 
home, on the passage of either of these resolu- |, 
tions. Nor would he heed the idle babble of | 
legislative gossip so often quoted on this floor | 
from the Chamber of Deputies, relating to the | 
patience with which our country is habituated to | 
bear the insult of others. Of all the resolutions | 
proposed, he would prefer that of the gentleman | 
from Virginia, [Mr. Arcner,] for it expressed | 
that which he really felt, a fuil reliance on the | 


| sense of justice on the part of the French nation, | 


which would induce a full requital of the debt. 
Mr. SCHLEY said he did not rise to make what | 
might be dignified with the title of “a speech.” | 


| He was restrained from doing so by two considera- | 
| tions: first, because he Jabored under a physical | 
| disability to do so, in consequence of ill health 


during the greater part of thesession; and secondly, 
because in his opinion the subject under con- | 
sideration did not require or admit of much speak- | 
ing. 

The course (said Mr. S.) which gentlemen 
have taken in this debate, forcibly reminded him 


| of a Reverend friend of his in Georgia, who is 
| fond of speaking, and who, though he took a text, | 


always sedulously avoided touching it in his dis- 
course, and directed his attention to matters and | 
things in general. Sir, (said Mr. S.,) what is the 
question before the Elouse? Is it a question of | 
war? Is there any thing in the resolution offered | 
which looks to such a state of things? I humbly 
apprehend not. Why, then, do gentlemen por- | 
tray in such vivid colors the horrors and calamities | 
Is it to drive us from the support of this | 


to our present relations with France? If this be 
their object, they will find themselves in error. 


Sir, | will not undertake to attribute the motive | 


of such acourse. Perhaps gentlemen would not | 


be willing to admit as just, the opinion I have 
| formed; but certainly no adequate motive can be 


found in the nature and tendency of the resolution 


| itself; and no gentleman who has advocated it on 


this floor, has intimated a desire for war, nor any | 
thing which could lead to such an idea. 
1 was somewhat astonished to hear my honor- | 


able colleague, [Mr. Gitmer,]} and the honorable | 


gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Arcuer,] assert | 
the doctrine that there was no violation of the | 
rt of France by the refusal of the | 


Chamber of Deputies to make the appropriation | 


| necessary to carry it into effect on their part. On | 
| what ground is this opinion held? On this, that | 


the French Chambers is a separate and independ- | 
ent branch of that Government, in the same manner | 
Admit | 
this fact, and what follows? Why, these honorable | 
gentlemen say that the treaty is not complete and | 
binding on the nation witil all the departments of the 
Government have ratified it and provided for its final | 
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! we have no cause of com- 
plaint against France. 1s this true, in regard either 
to the French Government or our own? | pre- 
sume not. What would be the consequence of 
such a doctrine? The executive branch of the 
Government, to which is entrusted the treaty- 
making power, would enter into a solemn trea; 

with a foreign nation, but the Chamber of Depu- 
ties in France, or this House here, as the case 
may be, would refuse to make the appropriation 
necessary to carry it into effect, and consequently 
the treaty would prove in fact to be no treaty. 
The parties would stand precisely where they 
etood before the negotiations were commenced 
and in this way a nation might forever avoid the 


_ payment of money due for any cause to another 


nation. Sir, this cannot be true. The proposi- 
tion involves in itself a manifest contradiction. |f 


| the executive branch of the Government has the 


power to make a treaty, it follows as a necessary 


| consequence that such treaty must be binding and 


obligatory on the nation: and therefore, if another 
branch of the same Government, holding by the 
Constitution the purse-strings, shall refuse to pay 
the money stipulated by the treaty to be paid, such 
refusal is a violation of the faith of the nation, and 
a breach of the treaty. I admit the right of the 
Chambers and of this House to refuse the appro- 
ere necessary to carry the treaty into effect; 

ut they do it at their peril, and the nation injured 
or insulted by the refusal, will have the perfect 
right to demand and take satisfaction. 

But his principal object in rising to address the 
House, was to present to them a view of the sub- 
ject which had not been taken by any gentleman 
that had spoken. He would therefore proceed at 
once to what, in his opinion, was the main and 
the only question which ought to be considered, 
and he would detain the House buta few minutes. 
His honorable colleague [Mr. Gitmer] and the 
honorable gentleman from Virginia who last ad- 
dressed the House [Mr. Roperrson] had both 
emphatically asked the question, ** What is the 
object of this resolution, if it be not to excite angry 
feelings, and lead to a state of hostilities? Sir, 
(said Mr. S.,) I will tell the honorable gentleman 
what the object is. Every member on this floor, 
who has read the debates in the French Chamber, 
at the time when the law to appropriaie money 


| to carry the treaty into full effect was rejected, 


knows that the ground upon which the rejection 
was placed was, that the promised indemnity 


| was too great, and that twelve or thirteen millions 


of francs is all that the French people ought in 
justice to pay. A pamphlet containing these de- 
bates, and this reasoning, was furnished by the 
Executive to every member at the opening of the 
present Congress. We have been in session three 
months, with a full knowledge of all these facts; 
and now, if we adjourn without opening our 
mouths on the subject, or declaring our view of 
the matter, will not the conclusion from such con- 
| duct be irresistible that we know we have obtained 
by the treaty more than we are entitled to? Will 
not the French Chamber and people have a right 
to say that we know that the ground taken by 
them is true in point of fact, and that, therefore, 
we have not denied it? Is not this the fair and 
legitimate conclusion from these premises? And 
are gentlemen prepared to do an act which shail 
lead to such consequences? Will they be silent, 
| by refusing to pass this resolution, and by such 
silence convey to the French nation and the world, 
the idea that we claim more than in justice and 
_ equity we are entitled to? 
Sir, if there be any gentleman on this floor who 


|) really believes that the treaty gives up more than 


| we are entitled to, let him say so, and let him vote 
against this resolution. But no manin this House, 
or in this nation, holds this opinion. On the con- 
trary, every member who has addressed the Chair 
on either side of this question, has declared his 
firm conviction that the indemnity offered by the 
treaty is much too small; that instead of twenty- 
five millions of francs, it ought to be some sixty 
or seventy millions. Those gentlemen who op- 
se this resolution have declared, in the minor- 
ity report, and in their speeches, that our claim 
"under the treaty must not be abandoned. Why, 
| then, are they unwilling to say so, by adopting 
' the resolution on your table? No reascn has been 
| assigned, except that the resolution contains & 
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menace or a threat. Not so, sir; there is nothing 
of that character in the resolution—nothing that 
could insult an individual, or a magnanimous peo- 
ple. No such thing is intended, and the French 
eople cannot so understand it. . 

We desire not war. We have done nothing to 
lead to such a result. This resolution has no | 
such bearing, and if the French Government shall 
choose to make war on us in consequence of its | 
passage, let them do so, and take the odium and 
the consequences. The civilized world will not | 
sanction,-but decidedly condemn such a course. 

This is the first opportunity which this House 
has had to express its opinion upon the conduct of 
the French Chambers in rejecting the appropria- 
tion, and upon the justice of our claims. There 
is, in fact, no difference of opinion here in regard 
to either. Let us then say to the French nation, | 
that we know our cause to be just—that the in- | 
demnity provided by the treaty, instead of being 
too large, is, in fact, too small, and that we will | 
insist upon its execution. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, demanded the 
yeas and nays on the amendment offered by Mr. | 
Arcuer; which were ordered. 

Mr. GORHAM was in favor of the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. 
Arcner.] Hethought ita very proper resolution 
for the occasion; but he rose simply to enter his 


decided protest against the views contained in the || 


speech which the gentleman had delivered in favor 
of his amendment. He was utterly opposed to 
the speech; but would vote for the resolution. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, desired to state a sin- 
glereason why he should vote against the amend- | 


ment of his colleague, (Mr. Arcuer.] That gen- || 


tleman had contended that the treaty with France | 
was not a binding compact. If the amendment | 
of his colleague should be concurred in, and should | 


go out of the country coupled with the foregoing | 


declaration, it might have a tendency to induce a | 
belief that this House had adopted the resolution 


in consequence of the reasons expressed by his || 


colleague. For one, he was of opinion that the 


treaty with France was a solemn and binding com- |, 
~~ which could not be disregarded or set aside | 
> 


y the French Chambers. He repeated, in con- 


clusion, that for the reason which he had assigned, || 


he could not vote for the amendment. | 
Mr. WATMOUGH said that the true and only 
course which he thought should be pursued, had 


been advocated by the gentleman from Georgia, || 


and his colleague from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Bin- 
ney and Mr. Crayron.}] This course he would | 
indicate in a motion before he sat down. It was 
not to avoid the terrors of war, that he should | 
make the motion which he intended. War was 
admitted on ail hands to be the most disastrous 
calamity which could befall the country; and in 
this case, in his humble opinion, there was no 
sufficient cause for war. To answer the purpose 
which accorded with his own judgment, he would 
move to lay the whole subject upon the table, | 
and, upon this motion, he demanded the yeas and | 
nays; which were ordered. 
A call of the House was made and negatived. | 
Mr. CAMBRELENG called for the reading | 
of the resolution which he had offered in its mod- | 
ified form. He desired that the House should | 
know what it was that the gentleman from Penn- | 
sylvania [Mr. Watmovcn] had moved to lay | 
on the table. | 
The resolution was read as follows: 
** Resolved, That in the opinion of this House | 
‘the treaty of the 4th July, 1831, should be main- | 
‘tained, and its execution insisted on.” 
The question was then taken on Mr. War- 
MoUGH’s motion to lay the whole subject on the | 
table, by yeas and nays, as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Chilton Allan, Ashley, Bar- | 
ber, Bates, Beatty, Bell, Binney, Campbell, Clay- 
ton, Clowney, Corwin, Crane, Crockett, Deberry, | 
Dickson, Horace Everett, Garland, Gilmer, Gor- | 
ham, Grayson, Grennell, Griffin, Hardin, James 
Harper, Hazeltine, Ebenezer Jackson, Henry | 
Johnson, King, Letcher, Love, McComas, Mer- 
cer, Milligan, Phillips, Pinckney, Potts, W. B. 
Shepard, Steele, Thomas, Tompkins, Trumbull, 
Tweedy, Vance, Vinton, Watmough, Wilde, | 
W illiams, Wise—48. 
NAYS—Messrs, JohnQ. Adams, John Adams, 
John J. Allen, William Allen, Anthony, Archer, | 








it 


-breleng, Carmichael, Carr, Casey, Chambers, | 


| Peyton, Pickens, Franklin Pierce, Pierson, Plum- 
‘mer, Polk, Ramsey, Reed, Rencher, Reynolds, 


| Wardwell, Whallon, White, Frederick W hittle- 


|| for himself, he saw no sufficient reason for ex- 


|| sense meaning. France would so understand it 


| supposed, the speculative conjecture of our Min- | 


i\the French Minister and the dismissal of ours | 


|| perform her treaty, which has hitherto been most 


|| would not, out of mere complaisance to France, | 
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was in no respect warranted by herconduct. This 
was one, and with him a decisive objection to the 
amendment under consideration. ‘There were 
others, which mighi be stated, growing out of the 
posture of our jresent relations with France; and 
which, in his judgment, called for a decided ex- 
pression of opinion on the part of this House. 

Mr. B. could not vote for the amendment of the 
honorable and very distinguished gentieman from 
Massachueetts, |Mr. Anams,} which proposed to 
advise the President that further negotiation with 
France would meet the approbation of this House, 
if, in the opinion of the President, that course 
would be compatible with the honor and interest 
of the United States. 

The treaty-making power was not vested in this 
House, but in the President and Senate. The 
President was the organ of that power, and of the 
Union at large, with all foreign Governments, He 
would leave those upon whom the Constitution 
had devolved that responsibility to exercise it, 
Mason, May, McCarty, McIntire, McKay, Me- || without obtruding upon them advice which is not 
Kennan, McKim, McKinley, McLene, McVean, || asked for, and for which he could see io neces- 
Miller, Miner, Henry Mitchell, Robert Mitchell, | sity. Even if the advice were of itself preper, he 
McD. Moore, Morgan, Mublenberg, Murphy, | would not at this time expose to France any 
Osgood, Parks, Parker, Patton, Dutee J. Pearce, | strong anxiety for further negotiation. Wiih 
whom would we negotiate? With the King of 
the French? He had signed the treaty—he ad- 
mitted its obligatory force, and was unquestion- 
ably desirous to see it fulfilled. It was not hie 
fault that it had not been punctually performed. 
Why, then, negotiate further with the King? Or 
was it intended to invite a negotiation with the 
Chamber of Deputies? 

Mr. B. said he did not, in all respects, approve 
of the original resolutions, reported by the chair- 
man of the Committeeon Foreign Affairs, although 
he would vote for them rather than not express 
any opinion upon the subject. The amendment, 
however, which had been proposed by the honos 
able chairman, and which heunderstood had been 
accepted by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Apams,] as a substitute for his first reso- 
lution, met with his entire approbation, and he 
foundation, as declared in the resolution, was a | should give it his vote. If adopted it would ex- 
** just expectation”’ that France would make pro- | press the opinion of this House, that it was the 
| vision for carrying the treaty of 1831 into effect. | duty of the Government of the United States to 

Mr. B. would ask upon what the *expecta- | insist upon the performance, by France, of the 
tion”? was founded? What ground had we for | treaty of 1831. The circumstances in which we 
| assuming it as the basis of our action on this most || were placed, demanded an explicit opinion on ovr 
important subject? All might, as all did, desire | part, either that we would or would not insist upon 
that result. It was the hope of every one; but, its performance. If we were not prepared to. .sist 
upon it, let us say so, and abandon it altogether. 

Gentlemen had said such an expression would 
be equivalent to a declaration of war against 
France. If so, then the minority of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs was for war, for this was their 
sentiment, expressed in their own language, 
leaving off those words which were supposed to 
give it an unbecoming severity, if notindeed some 
small degree of ferocity. The obnoxious words 
‘at all hazards,’’ had been stricken out, and the 
only sentiment which the resolution would now 
contain, was the fixed opinion of this House, that 
the treaty ought not to be abandoned, but that it; 
performance should be insisted on. 

And, sir, have we not a right to express that 
| opinion, and to indicate that purpose? Is not 

such the general sentiment of our consti'uen's? 
| Are we prepared, any one of us, to abandon the 
treaty, or to say to France that we will not insist 
on its performance? 

Sir, will France have a right to regard thie reso- 
lution as a menace? Surely not. She has made 
the question for us and we are bound to decide ir. 
To decide it as the national honor and the nationel 
| Interest requires; as our constituents demand thet 
|| it should be decided. Sir, is there any reasonable 
| doubt of what is the true sentiment of this coun- 

I || try? Consult the public press, with the exception 
neglect and violation of its provisions—and still | of the most degraded and corrupt of its organs, 
| more, a positive refusal by the Chamber of Depu- || we shall find it united in maintaining the eanctity 
| ties to abide by its provisions—after the recall of | of the treaty, and insisting that the rights secured 
| by it shall in no event be sacrificed or abandoned. 
| from France, we are called upon, in the face of | Sir, let us take counsel from the patriotic feelings 
| this mass of evidence, to express a confident, a | of the country, and proclaim to France and to the 
| ** just expectation’”’ that France will abide by and world, that as the obligation of this treaty is per- 
fect, as on our part we have performed all its 
stipulations with fidelity, so we will exact and in- 
sist upon a similar observance on theirs. 

Mr. BRIGGS expressed a disposition to vote 
/ express an expectation which, in his opinion, '' for the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, 


. : ae eee s : ] 
Banks, Barnitz, Baylies, Beale, Bean, Beardsley, 
Beaumont, Blair, Bockee, Boon, Bouldin, Briggs, 
Brown, Bull, Bunch, Burd, Burns, Cage, Cam- 


Chaney, Chilton, Chinn, Claiborne, Samuel Clark, 
William Clark, Clay, Connor, Coulter, Cramer, 
Darlington, Davis, Davenport, Day, Denny, 
Dickerson, Dickinson, Evans, Edward Everett, 
Felder, Ferris, Fillmore, Forester, Foster, Philo 
C. Fuller, William K. Fuller, Fulton, Galbraith, 
Gamble, Gholson, Gilet, Gordon, Graham, 
Joseph Hall, Thomas H. Hall, Halsey, Hamer, 
Hannegan, Hard, Joseph M. Harper, Harrison, 
Hathaway, Hawkins, Hawes, Heath, Henderson, 
Hiester, Howell, Hubbard, Huntington, Inge, | 
William Jackson, James Jarvis, William C. 
Johnson, Richard M. Johnson, Noadiah Johnson, 
Seaborn Jones, Benjamin Jones, Kilgore, Kin- 
nard, Lane, Lansing, Laporte, Lay, Lea, Lee, 
Lewis, Lincoln, Lucas, Lyon, Lytle, A. Mann, | 
Manning, Martindale, Marshall, Mardis, John Y. 


Robertson, Schenck, Schley, Augustus H. Shep- 
herd, Shinn, Slade, Smith, Spangler, Speight, 
Standefer, Stewart, Sutherland, William Taylor, 
William P. Taylor, Thomson, Turner, Turrill, 
Vanderpool, Van Houten, Waggener, Ward, 


sey, Elisha Whittlesey, Wilson, Young—16s. 

So the motion was negatived. 

Mr. BEARDSLEY remarked that the amend- | 
mentofthegentleman from Virginia [Mr. Ancner} 
was the particular subject now under considera- 
tion. It contained two propositions—onedeclara- 
tory of the views of this House, that no legislative | 
| measure was at this time required or proper; the | 
other, a statement of the cause or foundation of 
| the opinion at which the House had arrived. That 


pressing the ** just,’’ the confident ** expectation”? | 
| that the Government of France had already made, 
or would make, the required provision. 
Mr. ARCHER expiained. He meant by the 
words ‘* just expectation,’’ as applied in the reso- 
lution, not to refer to the conduct of France, or 
what might be expected from her, but the char- 
acter of our claims upon her, which he regarded 
as just. 
Mr. BEARDSLEY continued. He said the 
| explanation would help the matter but little, unless 
| the phraseology of the resolution was changed. 
| That would be understood at home and abroad, 
/ according to the ordinary meaning of the terms || 
' used, and not as construed or explained by the | 
| honorable mover; and he insisted that the only | 
| fair interpretation that could be placed upon the 
_ language of the resolution was that which he had 
given. Atleast that was its natural and common | 


| if adopted by the House, and she would act ac- 
cordingly. Then he would ask, again, upon what | 
| was that ‘* expectation’? founded? Upon, as he | 


| ister at Paris, and upon that alone. After the 
omission of France, from 1832 to this time, to 
perform her treaty—a positive, long-continued 


| unceremoniously neglected and violated. He could 
| see no reasonable gi ound for that opinion; and he 
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{Mr. Arncuen,] because it gave an expression of | Not that the gentleman was capable of entertain- | eign, but a civil and an Indian war, and all f 

the opinion of the House, which he deemed neces- | _— 
sary. It appeared by the discussion in the French | 
Chambers, that an idea prevailed there that we | 


were divided on the subject of the justice and 
intention of recovering this claim. This, he 
apprehended, was not the fact. 


this subject. ‘The very newspaper (tHe National 
Intelligencer) which had been loudest denounced, 
as opposing the views of the President, had very 
emphatically declared in favor of the validity of 
the treaty, and the necessity of ite being fulfitled. 
An expression of the opimon of the House, on 
this point, and the confidence we entertain in the 
final adjustment of the claim, seemed to be called 
for. He, for one, would contribute to that result 
of the discussion. 

Mr. WISE begged to say a word or two only. 
Instead of spending so much time in idle debate, 
he thought they would be best doing their duty by 
putting their country into a state of defence. If 
this war should come within the next twelve 
months, he feared he should be called one of those 


| in a masterly manner, exposed and dissipated 


No man (said Mr. A.) || 
He believed this | 


House—he believed this people to be united on | 


ing such a feeling in relation to himself. No: on 
this point he fully concurred with the gentleman’s 
colleague, [Mr. Boucpin,] who, by the way, had, | 


many of his arguments. 
is presumed to be more tenacious of his individual 
reputation—his personal honor. But while he) 
was speaking an observer could easily detect the 


|| conflict in his bosom, between his sense of individ- | 


ual and national honor—that he felt that he could || 
not himself submit to humiliation, while he was || 
persuading this House to act as cowards, saying to | 


them you must not do this, for fear of the power | 
of France! Sir, the gentleman’s speech was per- | 
fectly consistent with the resolution with which 


| he concluded it. Hs honorable colleague (Mr. 


members of Congress who neglected to take | 
measures to put the country in a state of defence; | 


and when the French fleet should arrive, and 
seize upon our fortifications it will be asked what 
was the House of Representatives about during 
the last two days of the session; and the only rep! 
will be, that they were spent in debate. r. 

wished the subject had been laid on the table, and 
that they had taken up the subject of appropria- 
tion to provide for the means of defence. 


would say, in mercy say no more about it. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG expressed a hope that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] 
would consent to adopt the resolution which he 
had proposed, for the purpose of facilitating the 
business of the House. If that gentleman did 
not deem it expedient to do so, Mr. C. said he 
should feel it incumbent on him to move it as an 
amendment, after the question had been taken on 
the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia. 
He urged the House to come to some action upon 
the subject. 


Chamber of Deputies, and leave them to do 
theirs. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts, said he would 
offer a few reasons why he could not vote for the 
resolution offered as an amendment by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, [Mr. Ancner.] That res- 
olution expressed a ‘* just expectation’’ that France 
would have made provision for carrying into 
effect the treaty, &c. Mr. A. said he was not 
disposed to bandy words on this subject; but he 
could not say that he had a just expectation—or 
an expectation at all—that France would willingly 
render us justice; and he would lie to his own 
conscience if he said so. He could not, in con- 
science, vote this; for he did not believe it. 
(said Mr. A.,) if, as has been said, there can be 


To the | 
House, and every individual member of it, he || 


Let us (said Mr. C.) do our duty, | 
without reference to the course of the French | 


Sir, | 


no justifiable occasion for a war of words with the | 


French nation, this is neither a place or time for 
complimenting them. 
ments to the French? Were they elicited by her 
virtues? Was it because she had refused the pay- 
ment of the annual instalments due to us? as 
it because she had violated her plighted faith? 
Did gentlemen find, in all this, cause of compli- 
ment? 
debates in their Chamber of Deputies, where we 
were characterized as a nation of mercenaries— 
where the basest and meanest of motives were 
attributed to the American 
did avarice, speculation, an 


gain? Where it was 
said of us—They won’t go to war! 


No. If you 


Whence came the compli- | 
| committee did its duty faithfully. 


|| ject. 
Was it from the style of the dignified || 


| which they are sworn to support. 
a motion to lay this subject on the floor—no, the | 
_ table. 


Goruam] had expressed a determination to vote | 
for that resolution, at the same time taking occa- | 
sion to protest against the gentleman’s speech. I | 
protest against both the speech and the resolution: 


for if it is true that the French are not bound by | 


the treaty, and do not owe the debt, then we have 
no right to pass the resolution. So he might say 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bin- 
NEY,] whose speech was also perfectly consistent | 
with the resolution. 
should first settle the question, whether that treaty 
was truly binding. (Mr. A. here read from the 


I’rench Constitution the portion relating to the || 
. | fanctions of the King, showing that the treaty- | 


making power reposed in him.] Not a word (said | 


| Mr. A.) is here said about the Chamber of Depu- 


ties. Before God and man that treaty was binding. 
Another article of the Constitution declares that | 
‘* the public debt is guarantied —every debt entered | 


into by the constituted authorities shall be inviola- | 


ble.” So the Chamber of Deputies could not 
reject this indemnity without violating national 
faith—without violating their own Constitution, | 
He had heard 


He had heard much of our obligation to 
the French, and it incontinently reminded him of | 
one who spoke in 


** Words clothed in reason’s garb, 
Courting ignoble ease—not peace.’’ 


He would tell gentlemen what his object was 
from the commencement of this question. The | 
President of the United States had laid before 
Congress the state of the nation—its relations | 


| with the rest of the world, and particularly with | 


that great, that mighty nation, France. He told 
the tale in unvarnished guise. Such was the con- 


| dition between the two Powers. It was not entirely 


new. Many of the facts were known through | 
unofficial channels to members at the last session. | 
The President, and through him, our nation had | 
assumed an attitude before the world. I ask not | 
whether he was right or wrong. It was enough 
that the nation was committed. And what was 
this House about to do? He would not say it 
was about to *‘ dodge’’ the question. No; but it 
refused to act! In another piace, that body ap- 


pointed a committee on the subject, in deference 


to the recommendations of the President. That 
It sustaimed in 
its report the Chief Magistrate in all the facts; 
but closed by a resolution, declaring it inexpe- 
dient to take any legislative measures on the sub- 
Now, he asked, if we stop here, how did 
this matter appear? Why, it would appear that 


|| one branch of the Legislature recommends that | 


| po ee of sor- || 


owe them ten millions, they will take up with | 


three. Such — A. said) was the language and 
style of the French towards us. He asked if on 
this was founded the ‘just expectations’’ of the 
gentleman from Virginia. Mr. A. said hedid not 


believe in the truth of the declaration contained in | 
the gentieman’s resolution; and that was one sub- | 
stantial reason why he could not vote for it. | 


Another reason was.comprised in what he had 


heretofore said, and what the gentleman himself, | y 
in the honesty and sincerity of his heart, had || paltry sum of money. Such, too, was the cry in | 


wromptly admitted, that the whole foundation, |, 1775-’76. When we possessed but a tithe of our | 
both of his speech and his resolution, was fear. || present resources—when we had not only a for- | 


| treaties. 
\| effect on France, on Europe 


| the Ainead. 
'to war and deluge the country with blood fora 


nothing be done, while the other refuses to express | 
any opinion on the subject. The anticipation of 
such a result had been the source of all theanxiety 
which he had felt upon this subject. He did be- 


| lieve a declaration of the views of that House due 


to ourselves, to the world, to the sacred nature of 
lt was, therefore, with reference to the 
, on the world, that he 
had felt it most essentially incumbent on the House 


| to express its feelings, its sentiments. We had 


heard much on that floor against war, and its 

horrors. These views were as ancient as the war | 

of Troy—in proof of which Mr. A. quoted from 
Tt was said, too, that we should go 


He admitted that the House | 
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|| as was said by the Tories of that da 
| ona pound of tea! 


it 
i] 


i 


March 


2. 


al CAY—two pen 
It was said it was iimeer 


to pay the tax than goto war! Even last war 
some gentlemen considered the cause a small mat. 
ter; and asked how many American citizens were 


_ impressed by Great Britain—declaring their belief 


|| of honorable pacification. 








that it was very few? This he then thought a 
most singular argument; and the present argument 
was parallel to it. No. man (Mr. A. said) could 
entertain a greater abhorrence for warand its calam.- 
ities than he had. He would do anything but 
sacrifice honor and independence to avoid it. But 
when he heard it advanced on that floor that there 
was no such thing as national honor—that it wag 
merely ideal—he must take leave to say that he 
did not subseribe to such doctrine. Aiter some 
further remarks, Mr. A. said such were the 
reasons which induced his resolutions. The first 
was declarative of the rights of our citizens to the 
indemnity claimed, and the other was declarative 
of a determination not to omit any possible means 
) Mr. A. then referred 
to the situation of the two countries in 1794, when 


| anon-intercourse was declared between the two 


countries, and quoted documents on that subject, 
and concluded by expressing a hope that the 


| amendment of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 


Arcuer] would be rejected. 

[The above is a mere outline of Mr. A.’s re- 
marks, and has no pretension to literal accuracy. } 

Mr. HARDIN had hoped, he said, that the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs would have report- 
ed in sufficient time to have allowed every gentle- 
man an opportunity of delivering his sentiments 
upon this subject. Late as it was, Mr. H. should 
not have said a word on the subject, but for the 
last war speech of the gentleman from New York, 


|| (Mr. Camprecene ] 


Mr. H. entered intoan examination of the foun- 
dation of these claims under the treaty. They 
had arisen from spoliations made by le 
Bonaparte, who had always refused to make any 
indemnity. Both Louis XVIII and Charles X 


|| had also refused to enter into it; and it was only 
|| till the elevation of Louis Philippe to the throne 


of France, that these twenty-five millions had been 
acknowledged. To this King we owed the 
treaty, and he had omitted nothing in his power 
to secure its passage. Mr. H. also contended 
that the French Chamber, as the popular branch, 
had the same right to reject a treaty involving an 
appropriation, as the House of Representatives 
in Congress had. Besides, the French had the 
power of making their own Jaws and their own 
constitution, and they had the right of putting 
their interpretation upon them. With these 
views, he thought it cowardly, he thought it das- 
tardly, for this nation tothreaten war. He could 
see no treachery, no backsliding, in the King or 
his Ministers. That King was surrounded with 
difficulties, and had made himself responsible for 
injuries done twenty-five years ago. What should 
we go to war for? A paltry sum of five millions. 
A war would cost us in one year not less than ten 
or fifteen millions of dollars, and would sweep 
from the ocean at least fifty millions of our com- 
merce. And upon whom would the expense fall ? 
Upon the hard-working, industrious farmer, almost 
exclusively. Besides, Mr. H. had no feeling fora 
French war. He remembered when we had only 
two millions and a half of people, when we were 
overwhelmed with debt, and our little band of 
hardy patriots without arms or clothing, that 
France shed her blood and expended her treasure 
‘for us. Should we forget this? She stood by 
us when all the nations of the earth stood aloof 
from us, 

Mr. GORHAM rose to reply to some remarks 
of Mr. Apams. He said the whole bent of that 
gentleman’s resolutions and his speech began and 
ended in the position that war was inevitable with 
France. He denied that such was the feeling or 
the policy of Massachusetts. Mr. G. then pro- 
ceeded to examine the grounds on which the 
treaty stood, how it was obtained, &c. He also 
went into a detail of the difference of sentiments 
entertained by him from those of other gentlemen 
who had addressed the House, particularly Mr. 
Arcuer and Mr. Apams. 

Mr. CHILTON next obtained the floor. He 
also replied most particularly to the remarks of 
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Mr. Apvams. The position which that genleman 
first took upon this floor, upon this question, 
excited the surprise of all, and particularly his 
friends. He had then accused another branch of | 
the Legislature of dodging the question. He had | 
subsequently, in av explanation, declared that he | 
also wished this House to do the samething. On | 
the last occasion he had assured the country that || 
there was no prospect of war with France—that | 
there was not a member on that floor who would | 
vote for such a proposition. How were we to 
reconcile those various and conflicting: opinions 
and sentiments of the gentleman with his present 
course? Mr. C. said the resolutions of Mr. A. 
were infinitely weaker than he could approve, 
though he denounced his war speech. He disa- | 
vowed any personal disrespect to that gentleman, 
in thusalluding to the inconsistencies of his course. 
To use a musical phrase, he had looked upon the | 
gentleman heretofore as a sort of political pitch- | 
ipe base. A trumpet of an uncertain sound | 
might lead to disastrous consequences in the field | 
of battle. Hereafter he should follow a trumpeter 
with an instrument of.a less uncertain sound. } 
Mr. ARCHER also thought the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] should be the last to 
| 











give lectures on consistency. Allusions had been | 
made to his fears and to his courage. If he had | 
courage, he was sure he would not show it only, 
as he would not say whose was shown, in bravado 
and menace. He had said that he had full confi- 
dence in the justice of France. 
that opinion. Mr. A. continued further to defend 


his amendment. | 
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Lewis, Lincoln, Martindale, Marshall, McComas, 
Mercer, Milligan, Miner, Murphy, Phillips, Pick- 


| ens, Pinckney, Potts, Ramsay, Reed, Rencher, 


Robertson, William B. Shepard, Slade, Steele, 
Tompkins, Trumbull, Tweedy, Vinton, Wat- 
mough, Elisha Whittlesey, Wilde, Williams, 
Wise, Young—7l. 

NAYS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, John Adams, 
John J. Allen, William Allen, Anthony, Banks, 
Barnitz, Beale, Bean, Beardsley, Blair, Bockee, 


| Boon, Bouldin, Briggs, Brown, Bull, Bunch, 
| Burd, Burns, Cage, Cambreleng, Carmichael, 
| Carr, Casey, Chaney, Chinn, Samuel Clark, Con- | 
| nor, Coulter, Cramer, Day, Denny, Dickerson, 


Dickinson, Dunlap, Edward Everett, Ferris, Fill- 
more, Forester, Foster, Philo C. Fuller, William 


| K. Fuller, Fulton, Garland, Gholson, Gillet, Gra- 
| ham, Thomas H. Hall, Halsey, Hamer, Hanne- 
| am Hard, Joseph M. Harper, James Harper, 


larrison, Hathaway, Hawkins, Hawes, Heath, 


'| Henderson, Hiester, Howell, Hubbard, H unting- 
| ton, Inge, Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson, Nowdiah 
| Johnson, Henry Johnson, Seaborn Jones, Kav- 


anagh, Kilgore, Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, La- 
porte, Lay, Lea, Lee, Love, Lucas, Lyon, Lyte, 
Abijah Mann, Joel K. Mann, Manning, Mardis, 
John Y. Mason, Moses Mason, May, McCarty, 
Melntire, McKay, McKennan, McKim, McKin- 
ley, McLene, McVean, Miller, Henry Mitchell, 


| Robert Mitchell, Moore, Morgan, Muhlenberg, 
| Osgood, Parks, Parker, Patton, Patterson, Pearce, 
He still retained || Peyton, Pierce, Pierson, Plummer, Polk, Rey- 
| 


| nolds, Schenck, Schley, Augustine H. Shepperd, 
Shinn, Smith, Spangler, Speight, Standefer, Stew- 


Mr. HAWES told a story of a bird whose only | art, Sutherland, William Taylor, William P. ‘Tay- 


cry was *‘ fair play.’ Such was his cry on the 
present occasion, as he could not abide to see so 
many birds plucking one. He was well aware, 
however, that the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Apams] needed no champion to enter the | 
lists in his defence, for, as the roused lion shakes 

the dew drops from his mane, so could he shake | 
off his antagonists at will. He marvelled what 
had brought down the ire of his two colleagues, 
[Messrs. Harpin and Cuitton,] and the gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Mr. Arcuer,] in their united | 
strength upon the distinguished gentleman from 

Massachusetts. Was it because an American | 
heart beat high in his bosom? Was it because he 
boldly mepeet forward to sustain the honor of his 
country? Mr. H. said no man had been accus- 
tomed more highly to respect the French nation | 
than himself. He, too, like his honorable col- | 
league, (Mr. Harpin,] remembered when with 


us the 4 was accounted the fairest flower of the || 
e 


field. » too, had paused with high-wrought 
feelings before the painting in the rotundo, where | 
the warriors of veteran France and infant America 
were grouped together in the enjoyment of recent 
victory—the reward of their mutual prowess. But | 
should the recollection of those things make us 
forgetful of right? Should they teach us to see | 
our country trampled upon? His other colleague | 
(Mr. Cuitron] had represented the gentleman | 
from Massachusetts as ready at one time to be | 
received with open arms by a party on that floor. | 
By what purty? He asked if there was already 
a French party and an American in that House? 
If so, it was high time the people of Kentucky | 
knew it; and he should feel it his duty to go home 
and acquaint his constituents of the fact. They | 
were accustomed only to rally under the flag of 
their country. Mr. H. said he rose only to say | 
what he had said. He did not like to see the gen- | 
tleman from Massachusetts, whose long career | 
had been crowned with that brightest of all | 
crowns—the suffrages of a free people for their | 
highest station, exposed to a rifle here, a musket | 
here, and a pop-gun there. 
The question was then taken by yeas and nays 


on Mr. Arcuer’s amendment; and it wasrejected, | _ 1 tal 
|| tion rejected without a division. 


as follows—yeas 71, nays 143: 
YEAS—Messrs. Heman Allen, Chilton Allan, | 
Archer, Ashley, Barber, Barringer, Bates, Bay- 
lies, Bell, Binney, Campbell, Chambers, Chilton, 
Claiborne, William Clarke, Clayton, Clowney, | 


Corwin, Crockett, Davis, Davenport, Deberry, | 


Dickson, Evans, Horace Everett, Felder, Gam- 


ble, Gilmer, Gordon, Gorham, Grayson, Grennell, | 


Griffin, Hiland Hall, Hardin, Hazeltine, William 


Jackson, Ebenezer Jackson, Janes, King, Letcher, || ‘ reason to hope that the Chamber of Deputies 





| lor, Francis Thomas, ‘Thomson, Turner, Turrill, 


‘| Vanderpoel, Van Houten, Wagener, Ward, 


| Wardwell, Webster, Whallon, White, Frederick 
| Whittlesey, Wilson—143. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG then moved the follow- 
| ing resolution (according to an intimation which 
he had before made) as an amendment to the first 
of those introduced by Mr. Apams: 

Resolved, That in the opinion of this House the 


tained, and its execution insisted on. 

Mr. ADAMS said he was willing to adopt it. 
While he was up, he had a word to say on the 
remarks of his colleague, [Mr. Goruam,] who 
had denounced his course as not being in accord- 
ance with the sentiments of Massachusetts. If 
such was the fact, he could but regretit. Hehad 
only to say it was in accordance with the dictates 
of his own heart. 

Mr. GORHAM said there was no man in the 


spect than for his honorable colleague. He had 
not made his remarks in a spirit of dictation. He 
was well aware that that gentleman possessed the 
right to maintain his own opinion; but he (Mr. 
G.) must be permitted also to retain the opinion 
he had already expressed. 

Mr. S. JONES, of Georgia, then submitted the 
following, as an amendment to the above resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That, with a solemn treaty, acknowl- 





scribes the cbligation of such instruments, we 
have every right to expect that the same will be 
observed in good faith; and that as this House is 


is now under consideration in the French Legis- 
| lature, it is inexpedient, for the present, to legis- 
late on the subject. 


| ment, and called for the yeas and nays, but they 
were not ordered. 
The question was then taken, and the resolu- 





Mr. ROBERTSON then offered the following 

as an amendment: 

Strike out from first resolution all after the words 

*¢ resolved that,’’ and insert: 

‘© There is satisfactory evidence that the French 
| ‘Government desires that the appropriation for 
* indemnity should be made in pursuance of the 
|| * stipulations of the treaty of July 4, 1831, and 


BE. 


treaty of the 4th of July, 1831, should be main- | 


| United States for whom he had more sincere re- | 


edging the rights of our citizens, entered into | 
under the usual formalities, and with a nation pro- | 
fessing to be governed by that code which pre- | 


officially informed the law for executing said treaty | 


Mr. 8. JONES briefly advocated the pimaaalk | 
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| * will adopt that measure, and faithfully discharge 
| * the obligations of France to the United Srates.”” 
Mr. GORHAM asked for the yeas and nays; 
which were not ordered. The amendment was 
then rejected. 
The question then recurring on the substitute 


ag ge by Mr. J. Q@. Apams, as given above, 
Mr. 


MANN, of New York, cailed for the yeas 
and nays. 

They were ordered and taken, when the res- 

sao was adopted UNANIMOUSLY, as fol- 
ows: 

YEAS—Messrs. John Q. Adara, John Adama, 
Heman Allen, John J. Allen, William Alien, 
Anthony, Archer, Ashley, Banks, Barber, Bar- 
nitz, Barringer, Bates, Beale, Bean, Beardsley, 
Beaumont, Bell, Blair, Bockee, Boon, Bouldin, 

| Briggs, Brown, Bull, Bunch, Burd, Burns, Cage, 
| Cambreleng, Campbell, Carmichael, Carr, Casey, 
| Chambers, Chaney, Chilton, Chinn, Claiborne, 
Samuel Clark, William Clark, Clayton, Clowney, 
| Connor, Corwin, Coulter, Cramer, Crockett, Dar- 
| lingten, Amos Davis, Davenport, Day, Deberry, 
| Denny, Dickson, Dickerson, Dickinson, Dunlap, 
| Evans, Edward Everett, Felder, Ferris, Fillmore, 
| Forester, Foster, Philo C. Fuller, William K. 
| Fuller, Fulton, Galbraith, Gamble, Garland, 
| Gholson, Gillet, Gilmer, Gordon, Gorham, Gra- 
ham, Grayson, Grennell, Griffin, Hiland Hall, 
| Thomas H. Hall, Halsey, Hamer, Hannegan, 
| Hard, Hardin, Joseph M. Harper, James Har- 
| per, Harrison, Hathaway, Hawkins, Hawes, 
| Hazeltine, Heath, Henderson, Hiester, Howell, 
| Hubbard, Huntington, Inge, William Jackson, 
| Ebenezer Jackson, Janes, Jarvis, Richard M. 
| Johnson, Noadiah Johnson, Henry Johnsen, 
| Seaborn Jones, Benjamin Jones, Kavanagh, Kil- 
| gore, King, Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, Laporte, 
|| Lay, Lea, Lee, Letcher, Lewis, Lincoln, Lucas, 
| Lyon, Lytle, Abijah Mann, Joel K. Mann, Man- 
| ning, Martindale, Marshall, Mardis, John Y. Ma- 
| son, Moses Mason, May, McCarty, McComas, 
| McIntire, McKay, McKennan, McKim, McKin- 
i] ley McLene, McVean, Mercer, Miller, Milligan, 
iner, Henry Mitchell, Robert Mitchell, Moore, 
|| Morgan, Muhlenberg, Murphy, Osgood, Parks, 
|| Parker, Patton, Patterson, Pearce, Peyton, Phil- 
| lips, Pickens, Pierce, Pierson, Pinckney, Pium- 
| mer, Polk, Potts, Ramsay, Reed, Rencher, Rey- 
| nolds, Robertson, Schenck, Schley, Augustine H. 
|| Shepperd, Shinn, Slade, Smith, Spangler, Speight, 
| Standefer, Steele, Stewart, Sutherland, William 
| Taylor, William P. Taylor, Francis Thomas, 
|| Thomson, Tompkins, Trumbull, Turner, Turrili, 
| Tweedy, Vanderpoel, Van Houten, Vinton, Wag- 
| ener, Ward, Wardwell, Watmough, Webster, 


| 


| Whallon, White, Frederick Whittlesey, Elisha 
|| Whittlesey, Williams, Wilson, Wise, Young— 
| 212 


NAYS—None. 
Mr. Apams then withdrew his other resolution, 
|}and Mr. Camsrerenc also withdrew the first 
resolution reported from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, its place being superseded by the one 
first adopted. 
The following resolutions were then also unani- 
‘| nously adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs be discharged from the further consideration 
of so much of the President’s message as relates 
to commercial restrictions, or to reprisals on the 
commerce of France. 

Resolved, That preparation ought to be made to 
meet any emergency growing out of our relations 
with France. 


SEVENTEENTH JOINT RULE. 


\| The joint resolution from the Senate, rescinding 
the joint rule which prohibits the transmission of 
bills to the President on the last day of the ses- 
sion, was then adopted, after an ineffectual attempt 
on the part of Mr. Mason to amend it, so as to 
| rescind that whieh prohibits the transmission of 
| — from one House to the other on the same 
|| day. 

i| APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


| 


On motion of Mr. POLK, several appropriation 
|| bills, returned from the Senate with amendments, 
were referred to the Committee of Ways and 
' Means; when, at twelve o’clack, 
‘The House adjourned. 
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Tvespay, March 3, 1835. 


J udiciary, madean unfavorable report on the claim | 
of Orange H. Dibble. 
| Mr. LINN presented a petition; which was laid 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate || on the table. 


the credentials of the Hon. Beprorp Brown, a | 


Senator elect to represent the State of North Caro- 


lina for six years from and after the 3d March, || 


1535. 
DOCUMENTARY HISTORY. 


Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, made a report in regard to the documentary 


history of the country, as furnished by the Secre- || 


tary of State, in obedience to a resolution of the 
Senate of last session. 

The report was laid on the table. 

TREASURY CIRCULAR-——LAND OFFICES. 


Mr. WEBSTER moved that the Committee on 


Finance be discharged from the further considera- | 


tion of the circular of the Treasury, in regard to 
the land offices; which was agreed to. 


BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. WEBSTER said the Committee on Fi- 
nance had been directed at the last session to 
inquire into the condition of the United States 
Bank, the deposite banks, and thecurrency of the 
country. He said the two first subjects had 
already been before the Senate. That in regard 
to the currency, they had a mass of informauon, 
which had been collected, but that it was notina 
condition to be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. W. said, by a resolution of the Senate, the 
Committee on Finance had been directed to lay 
before it information concerning the amount Of 
bullion in the Bank of the United States, and 
other subjects connected therewith; but that the 
committee had received no information on that 
subject. 


Mr. W. said he had observed in the official paper |, 


of the Administration an allusion to certain state- | the most degenerate days of the Roman Republic || 


peror was declared | 


mente made by himself in regard to the mode of || | wish to obliterate the Journal, but to make use of 


— of Treasury drafts by a deposite bank. 
Le did not feel himself bound to make any expla- 
nation toan irresponsible editor; but if any honor- 
able Senator in favor of the Administration would 
call for the nares and dates, he was prepared to 
4 them. He did not war with private individ- 
uals. 


RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. 


Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the President’s 
message, transmitting the correspondence between 
the Governments of the United States and France, 


asked to be discharged from the further consider- |! 


ation of the subject and from all other subjects 
before them; which was agreed to. 


JOHN F. LEWIS. 


Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Fi- | 


nance, asked to be discharged from the further 


consideration of the petition of John F. Lewis; | 


which was agreed to. 
CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO CANAL. 


Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
Reads and Canals, reported a bill in addition to an 
act incorporating the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal 
Company, with an amendment. 

Mr. NAUDAIN, from the Committee on Claims, 
asked to be discharged from the further consider- 
ation of subjects referred to it; which was agreed 


to. 
Mr. SILSBEE, from the Committee on Com- 


merce; 


Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Private || 


Land Claims; 

Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
Pensions; 

Mr. ROBBINS, from the Committee on the 
Library; 

Mr. BELL, from the Committee on Claims; 


and 

Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canais—each asked to be discharged 
trom the several subjects committed to them; which 
wae agreed to. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on the 





stituen 


INSTRUCTIONS FROM NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. MANGUM oe certain resolutions 

| of the Legislature of North Carolina, instructing 

him to vote for a from the Journals of 

| the Senate the resolution of last March, declaring 
that the President had violated the law and Con- 

| stitution of the country. 

Mr. M. desired that the instructions might be 

laid on the table, although he could not obey them. 

| He said he was commanded to do an act that 
would violate that Constitution which he was 

| bound to support. He did not, however, consider 

the Senate the proper place to give his reasons for 

disobeying the instructions of the Legislature. 

That was a point he was to settle with his con- | 


ts 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN stood in the same | 
predicament as his friend from North Carolina, | 
{Mr. Manevum.] He had constitutional objections | 
to complying. He believed the Senate had no 
power over the Journal. It was a record of the 
acts of the Senate, guarantied by the Constitution 
| for the benefit of the minority. He would warn 
the majority who should be in those seats next 
session, to leave to him untouched the sacred priv- 
ilege, provided by the Constitution, for showing 
| his successors how he had acted. 

Mr. CALHOUN expressed his regret that the 
subject had been deferred to so late a period of the 
session. He believed it the most important sub- 
ject that had been brought before Congress; and 
a subject on which he had wished to be heard. 





| (Mr. 


| He thought they had the same right to express 
| their disapprobation of as to flatter the Executive. 

When taey had arrived to such a period as either 
they must flatter or be silent, they should equal 


| when the horse of the Em 
consul. 


language of the Senator from South Carolina, 
ALHOUN.] The gentleman spoke of an 
| opportunity of discussing the subject. Did he 
_ not remember the presentation of the instructions 
| from Alabama? It was great injustice to insin- 
uate the discussion had been put off by the friends 


|| of the Administration, when he (Mr. C.) had 


occupied the Senate most of the time with his 
| report and bills, since the resolution was intro- 
| duced. The honorable Senator had spoken of 
|| flattering the Executive. Had not that Senator 
_ heaped upon the President, with the utmost license, 
| his censures and invectives; and been listened to 
_ with far more attention than he had listened to 
| those who spoke in his defence, believing he had 
| acted honestly and with good intentions? Yet the 
Senator compared them to the degenerate times of 
the Roman Senate! 

Mr. K. said, he for one was not disposed to be 
branded as the supple tool of executive power. 
If the Senator makes such charges, he must except 
him from the number. Mr. K. said he would not 
endure it. There were certain disappointed aspi- 
rants to power who always viewed things through 
a gloomy medium, who were ever croaking over 
the imaginary ruins of our free institutions. 

After some further remarks by Messrs. CAL- 
HOUN, MANGUM, and LEIGH, 

Mr. CLAYTON would say nothing of the in- 
structions. He had himself received instructions, 
but of a very different nature from those before 
the Senate. His own State (Delaware) had in- 
structed him to resist any attempt to deface the 
| Journals of the Senate, and he had risen to make 
/a motion that would give him an opportunity of 
| obeying. He would first move to lay the instruc- 
| tions on the table. . 

Which motion was agreed to. 


EXPUNGING RESOLUTION. 

|| Mr. CLAYTON then moved to take up the 
| resolution, offered by Mr. Benton, for expunging 
_ from the Journals the condemnatory resolution. 

} Mr. PORTER objected, as the time of the Sen- 
|| ate was required for the necessary business before 

it. 
| Mr. BLACK demanded the yeas and nays. 





| 
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Mr. KING, of Alabama, was surprised at the | 





| 
| 











The motion .was supported by Messrs. CLAY 
CLAYTON, LEIGH, ‘and FRELINGHOY: 
, and oppose essrs. PRESTO 
KING, of Georgia. > oneal 
Mr. BROWN said he wished to reiterate the 
same sentiments he had expressed there a year 
age. He thought the act, for which the Presi- 
dent had been censured, was one of the brightest 
actions of the present Administration. It would 
redound to the honor of President Jackson to the 

latest period of our Republic. 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays, 
and decided in the affirmative. 

YEAS — Messrs. Bell, Benton, Brown, Bu- 
chanan, Calhoun, Clay, Clayton, Ewing, Freling- 
huysen, Goldsborough, Grundy, Hill, Kane, 
King of Alabama, Knight, Leigh, Linn, McKean, 
Mangum, Morris, Moore, Naudain, Prentiss, 
Robbins, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Smith, 
Swift, Tallmadge, Tomlinson, White, Wright— 


NAYS—Messrs. Bibb, Black, Cuthbert, Hen- 
dricks, Kent, King of Georgia, Porter, Preston, 


| Tipton, Tyler, Waggaman, Webster—12. 


So the Senate took up the resolution. 


| Mr. WHITE then moved to amend the reso- 
| lution by striking out the word ‘* expunge,” and 


ee ** rescind, reverse, and to make null and 
void. 

Mr. W. said he could not vote to obliterate and 
deface the Journal of the Senate. He believed it 
was the right of every Senator to have the votes 
stand, that the people might know how they had 
voted. He wished the resolution so framed as to 
express his feelings on the subject. 

Mr. W. desired the yeas and nays on the adop- 
on of his amendment; which were ordered. 
Mr. WEBSTER said he should vote against 
the amendment. He wished to bring the Senate 
to vote on the original resolution. 

Mr. BENTON said he believed the word * ex- 
punge” was strictly parliamentary. He did not 


ti 


| a phraseology which would strongly express that 
| the resolution ought never to have been put into 
| that Journal. he word ‘rescind’? was not 
| strong enough; it admitted the lawfulness of the 
| act at the time it wasdone. It was a convenient 
term when they merely wished to alter anything 
that had been found inexpedient. It was a mere 
| harmless word, expressing no marked disapproba- 
tion of the propriety of the resolution at the time 
it was adopted. Every Senator (said Mr. B.) 
might vote to ‘‘rescind”’ the resolution, without 
altering his opinion in the least. They might say 
that President Jackson was the first Executive 
that hud ever been condemned in this manner; 
therefore they would rescind the resolution. Such, 
and no more, was the force of the term * rescind.’” 
Mr. WHITE said, in his opinion, the term 
‘*expunge”’ referred to obliterating the Journal, 
which he could never consent to have done. He 
wished the pronsetings to stand as they trans- 
pired and go down unblemished to posterity. He 
thought the proposed amendment, which declared 
the resolution null and void, as much as said it 
never ought to have been inserted in the Journal. 
After some further remarks from Mr. WHITE 
and Mr. WEBSTER, Mr. NAUDAIN moved to 
amend the amendment by inserting such words as 
would reaffirm the condemnatory resolutions, but 
he afterwards withdrew the motion. 
After some remarks from Messrs. BENTON, 
WHITE, GOLDSBOROUGH, and CLAY- 


ON, 

Mr. WRIGHT said he did not rise to debate 
this question, but merely to ask the indulgence of 
the Senate to lay on the table the instractions 

iven him and his colleague by the Legislature of 
owt York. 

Mr. CLAYTON objected. 

Mr. McKEAN, after some introductory re- 
marks, suggested to Mr. Waite to modify his 
amendment so as to adopt the words used by one 
branch of the Pennsylvania Legislature in their 
resolution of instruction upon this subject, which 
would make the amendment more acceptable to 
him—the effective words were to repeal and re- 


verse. 
Mr. WHITE adopted the words as a modifica- 
tion; when 
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A discussion of considerable length and much 
excitement ensued, in which Messrs. BENTON, 
McKEAN, KING of Georgia, BUCHANAN, 
MA GUM, CALHOUN, CUTHBERLD, FRE- 
LINGCiUYSEN, KING of Alabama, CLAY, 
and WEBSTER, participated. 

Mr. MOORE said he did not rise to discuss this 
question at this moment. The very feeble state 
of his health would not permit it, even he were 
disposed. Yet, the peculiar situation he occupied 
in connexion with the subject-matier, he hoped, 
would beaccepted as his apology for the very few 
moments he proposed to detain the Senate. He 
said it was true, as had been intimated by the hon- 





orable Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Cat- | 


yown,] that the General Assembly of Alabama 
had sent him two sets of instructions: in the first, 
he was instructed to resign his seat here; and in 


the second, he was instructed to vote in favor of || 


expunging the resolution adopted by the Senate, 
censuring the course of the Executive pursued in 
relation to the public treasure of the country. 

As these resolutions are contradictory in their 
character, and at variance with each other, he had 
found no litle difficulty in complying with both, 
although an advocate for the right of instruction. 
If he had complied with the first set of instruc- 
tions, viz: have forthwith resigned his seat, he, of 
course, could not have complied with the second 
set of instructions, viz: he could not have voted in 
favor of expunging the resolution, as instructed in 
the second. He, therefore, after mature delibera- 
tion, had come to the conclusion, that, as regarded 
the first, requiring his resignation, he could not 
admit the right of the General Assembly to alter 


or change the constitutional tenure of his office, || 
and he had made an appeal to the sovereign people | 


of the State, to whom the members of the General 
Assembly and himself were alike responsible. 


law is viewed as repealing the former, where there 
exists inconsistency, he did not know but the 
General Assembly had thought better of this mat- 


ter, and, after passing the resolutions requesting a || 
resignation, therefore adopted the second, in order | 
to repeal the former, in adopting which they had | 


no legitimate power. : 
Now, (said Mr M.,)as regards the instructions 


to vote in favor of expunging the resolution cen- | 
suring the course of the President, if the General | 
a repeal, a | 


Assembly mean, by ‘* expunging,”’ 


reversal, or a rescinding of the obnoxious resolu- 
tion, he could have no difficulty in yielding an 
implicit obedience to their instructions; because 
he voted agaizst this resolution; true, sir, under a 
different influence from that which operated upon 
his colleague. 

Mr. M. said he had expressly stated that in his 
own private convictions of this matter, in the act 
of the Executive in the removal of the public 
treasure from the place where it had been depos- 
ited by law, was involved an abuse of Executive 
ar. to say theleast. Notwithstanding this was 


is own view, believing as he did at the time, that | 
a majority of those whom he had the honor to rep- | 
resent entertained different views, he had, in obe- | 


dience to the supposed will and wishes of his con- 
stituents, recorded his vote in opposition to this 


obnoxious resolution, and he was now prepared | 


to reaffirm that vote. 


But (said Mr. M.) it may be that the General | 


Assembly or the leaders in these resolutions of in- 


structions were ignorant of the precise vote that || 
he had given; for, said he, he could not believe | 


the last General Assembly could have intended to 
express the least doubt of the orthodor political 


faith of his colleague, nor his willingness to vote | 


in favor of the expunging resolution; bat he said 
he was glad to find, upon this occasion, that the 
General Assembly and he himself had been mis- 
taken; for, (said Mr. M.,) when these resolutions 


from the General Assembly of Alabama were first | 
received and presented by his colleague, he thought || 
his colleague had then given an earnest of his | 


views in favor of them altogether; but he was now 
informed by his colleague that he believed it would 
be unconstitutional to expunge, deface, or falsif: 
the Journals. Sir, (said Mr. M.,) he was muc 
gratified to find that his col 
thought alike u 
find they woul 
Mr. KING 







n this subject—he was glad to 
vote together on this topic. 
» Of Alabama, then moved to amend 







He said, again, as the subsequent resolution or | 


league and himself | 
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that part of the resolution proposed to be stricken 
out, by first striking out the words “ ordered to be 
expunged from the Journais.’’ 
Mr. MOORE demanded the yeas and nays upon 
the question; which were ordered, and are as fol- 


l\ lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Bibb, Black, 
Buchanan, Clay, Clayton, Cuthbert, Ewing, Fre- 
linghuysen, Goldsborough, Grundy, Hendricks, 
Kane, Kent, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, 
Knight, Leigh, Linn, McKean, Mangum, Moore, 
Morris, Naudain, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, 
Robinson, Silsbee, Smith, Southard, Swift, Tip- 
ton, Tomlinson, Tyler, Waggaman, Websier, 
and White—39. 

NAYS—Messrs. Brown, Hill, Porter, Ruggles, 
Shepley, Tallmadge, and Wright—7. 

So the motion to strike out prevailed. 

Mr. V7EBSTER then moved to lay the whole 
subject on the table, refusing to withdraw the mo- 
tion, and demanded the yeas and nays thereon; 
which were ordered; and the question was deter- 
mined in the affirmative by the following vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Black, Calhoun, 
Clay, Clayton, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsbo- 
rough, Kent, Knight, Mangum, Naudain, Poii- 
dexter, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Sils- 
bee, Smith, Southard, Swift, Tipton, Tomlinson, | 
Tyler, Waggaman, and Webster—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, 
Cuthbert, Grundy, Hill, Kane, King of Alabama, 
King of Georgia, Leigh, Linn, McKean, Moore, 
Morris, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, 
White, and Wright—20. 

The Senate then took a recess till five o’clock. 





EVENING SESSION. 


Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on | 
the Public Lands, made a report of the investiga- 
tions of the committee into the subject of frauds in 
the sales of the public lands, accompanied by the | 
testimony taken under the authority of the com- 
| mittee, in relation thereto. 

Mr. POINDEXTER then moved that the report 
and documents be printed, and referred to the || 
President of the United States; which was agreed || 


ti to. 
, Mr. POINDEXTER then moved that five thou- 
sand additional copies of the report and evidence || 
| ieee for the use of the Senate. 
he motion was opposed by Messrs. HILL, 
| WRIGHT, and BENTON; whenMr.WRIGHT || 
| asked the yeas and nays upon the question; which || 
|| were ordered, and are as follows: 
| YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Calhoun, Clay, | 
|| Clayton, Ewing,Goldsborough, Hendricks, Kent, 
| Leigh, McKean, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, 


|| Poindexter, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Silsbee, | 
|| Smith, Southard, Tomlinson, and Tyler—23. 
‘|| NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, I! 
|| Cuthbert, Grundy, Hill, Kane, King of Alabama, | 
| King of Georgia, Linn, Morris, Ruggles, Shep- | 
|| ley, Tallmadge, Tipton, White, and Wright—17. | 
|| So the motion was agreed to. | 

EXPUNGING RESOLUTION—AGAIN. | 


Mr. BENTON then submitted the following | 
|| resolution, which he desired to stand for the sec- || 
| ond week of the next session: 
Resolved, That the resolution adopted by the | 

|, Senate on the 23th day of March, in the year | 
| 





| 1834, in the following words, ‘* Resolved, That 

|| ‘the President, in the late executive proceedings in | 
| § relation to the public revenue, has assumed upon him- 
| * self authority and power not conferred by the Consti- 
|| § tution and laws, but in derogation of both,’’ be, and 
the same hereby is, ordered to be rescinded and 
reversed, because the said resolution is illegal and | 
| unjust, of evil example, indefinite and vague, ex- | 
pressing a criminal charge without specification; | 
and was irregularly and unconstitutionally adopted 

by the Senate, in subversion of the rights of de- | 
fence which belong to an accused and impeachable | 
officer, and at a time, and under circumstances, to | | 
endanger the political rights and to injure the | 


pecuniary interests of the people of the United 
States. 








| 
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TERRITORIAL ROADS. 


|| On motion of Mr. CLAY, the Senate then took | 
up the bill making appropriations for opening cer- || 





| service in this place. 
|| congratulate both you an 


tain roads in the Territories; when it was ordered | 


B25 


to be engrossed, and it was afterwards read a third 
time aud passed, 


LAND TITLES IN LOUISIANA. 

On motion of Mr. PORTER, the till supple- 
mentary to the act to provide for the final adjust- 
ment of claims to land in Louismna, was taken 
up, considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
ordered to be engrossed, and then read a third 
time and passed. 


NAVAL DRY-DOCK. 


On motion of Mr. SOUTHARD, the bil! au- 
thorizing the construction of a dry-dock for the 
naval service, was taken up, considered as in 
Committee of the Whole, ordered to be engrossed, 
and then read a third time and passed. 


HARBOR OF EAST THOMASTON, 


On motion of Mr. RUGGLES, the resolution 
providing for a survey of the harbor at Kast 
‘Thomaston, in the State of Maine, was taken up, 
considered, and adopted. 


CUMBERLAND ROAD——ROBERT EASTMAN. 


The bill entitled an act in addition to the act for 
the continuation and repair of the Cumberland 
road, and the bill to extend the patent of Robert 
Eastman, were severally read the third time and 
passed. 


ELECTION OF PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 


At six o’clock the VICE PRESIDENT left the 
chair, and the Senate proceeded, by ballot, to elect 
a President pro tempore for the remainder of the 
session. 

On the first ballot, the whole number of votes 
were 44; necessary for a choice 23. Mr. Poin- 
DEXTER 1, Clay 1, Wessrer 1, Manoum 2, Sins- 
Bee 1, Sourmarp 5, Ty.er 15, Kine of Alabama 
18. 

The second ballot resulted as follows: Man- 
eum 1, Kine of Georgia 1, Wensrer 1, Preston 
1, Sournarp 3, ‘Tyrer 15, Kine of Alabama 20. 

Third ballot: Maneum 1, Wessrer |, Pres- 


| TON 1, Sournarp 1, l'yter 20, Kine of Aia- 
| bama 21. 


Fourth ballot: whole number 45; necessary for 


‘| a choice 23. Sournarp 1, Kine of Alabama 19, 
|| Tyrer 25, 


Mr. TYLER, having received a majority of the 


| whole number of votes, was declared duly elected ; 
_and having been conducted to the chair by Mr. 


Kine, of Alabama, Mr. T. addressed the Senate 
as follows: 

Senators: In calling upon me unexpectedly to 
preside over your deliberations, you have con- 
ferred upon me a testimonial of your respect and 
confidence upon which | place the highest value. 
{ accept it with gratitude, and shall fondly cherish 
its recollection. You are the representatives of 
sovereign States, deputed by them to uphold and 
maintain their rights and interests. Unlike the 

toman Senate, so much vaunted of in ancient 


| story, you owe your elevation to the high seats 


which you occupy, to no adventitious circumstance 
of birth or fortune, but to the ennobling traits 
of intellect and virtue. And what citizen of any 
one of these States can fail to be proud of you? 
Who can reflect without high satisfaction on the 


|| daily display of intellectual vigor constantly mani- 


fested in the debates which here occur. Party 
contests may divide and rever—those contests con- 
stitute the organic principle of free States-—you 
may severally, in your turn, have become the ob- 


, 
|| jects of attack and denunciation before the public; 


but there is not, and cannot be an American who 
does not turn his eye to the Senate of the United 
States, as to the great conservative body of our 
Federal system,and to this Chamber as the ark in 
which the covenant is deposited. To havereceived, 
therefore, at your hands, this station, furnishes 
to me abundant cause for self-gratulation. This 
feeling is not diminished by the fact that but few 
hours now remain to this session, and that [ shall 


| be probably called upon to render but little active 


Upon this circumstance, I 
d myself—for although I 
have, for the greater portion of twenty years, been 


| connected with legislative bodies, this is the first 
| time I have ever been called upon to preside over 


the deliberations of any; and I have only sought 
so fur to make myself acquainted with the rules of 
parliamentary proceeding, as to avoid any flagrant 
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violation of them in my personal conduct. For 
the shor: period which will now elapse prior to 
your adjournment, | claim, and shall doubtless 
receive, at your hands, for the defects which I may 
exhibit, and the errors into which I may fall, a 
liberal indulgence. 

On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, the Sec- 


retary of the Senate was directed to inform the | 
President of the United States, and the House of | 


Representatives, that the Senate had elected the 
Hon. Joun Tyrer President pro tempore of the 
Senate. 


CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO CANAL. 
The bill making a further appropriation in aid 


of the Cheasapeake and Ohio canal was taken up | 


for consideration. 


The amendment to insert $300,000 being under | 
consideration, was supported by Mr. KENT and | 


Mr. CLAY, and opposed by Mr. BLACK and 
Mr. WRIGHT, me asked the yeas and nays 
upon the question; which were ordered, and are 
as follows: 

YEAS—Mersrs. Clay, Clayton, Ewing, Fre- 
linghuysen, Goldsborough, 


Porter, Robbins, Southard, Tipton—16. 
NAYS—Meesrs. Bell, Benton, Bibb, Black, 
Brown, Buchanan, Calhoun, Cuthbert, Grundy, 
Hill, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Knight, 
Leigh, Mangum, Morris, Prentiss, Preston, Rob- 
inson, Ruggles, She 


|| ris, Robinson, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tip- 


lendricks, Kent, || 
Linn, McKean, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, || 


| FORTIFICATION BILL. 
, Smith, Swift, Tallmadge, || 





“a 
Tomlinaon, Tyler, Ww ite, Wright—29. 
So the amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH then moved to insert | 


un appropriation of $200,000, upon which Mr. | 
BLACK asked the yeas and nays; which were | 
ordered. 

Mr. SHEPLEY spoke in opposition to the bill, | 
and Mr. CLAY and Mr. LINN in support of it; | 


when Mr. ROBINSON moved to lay the bill on | 
the table; which was disagreed to, on a division | 
—yeas 19, nays 20. 

After some further opposition from Mr. SHEP- | 


EY— 
Mr. WEBSTER renewed the motion to lay the | 
bill on the table; which was agreed to. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL, 


The Senate then took up the civil and diplo- 
matic appropriation bill, which was returned from | 
the House, and proceeded to consider the vote of 
that body disagreeing to the amendment of the 
Senate, providing that ‘‘ salary and outfit of the 
Minister to Great Britain shall not be paid, unless 
such Minister shall be appointed by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate.’ 

Mr. WEBSTER moved that the Senate insist 
on their amendment; which was agreed to, and 
the House directed to be informed thereof. 

A committee of conference, consisting of Mr. 
Crary, Mr. Wricut, and Mr. Ewina, was then 
appointed on the part of the Senate. 

he other amendments of the House to the 
amendments of the Senate were severally consid- 
ered, and being immaterial, were gone through 
wa some being agreed to and others dissented 
rom. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


The Senate then took up the fortificatior bill, 
and proceeded to the several amendments made by 
the Bean to the amendments of the Senate. 

The minor amendments having been gone 
through, the one placing at the disposal of the 
President $3,000,000, to be used, under his direc- | 
tions, in augmenting the army and navy, and re- | 
pairing the tortifications of the United States, ao | 
as to put the country in a posture of defence, in | 
case there shall be necessity for it before the next | 
meeting of Congress, was taken up; when 

Messrs. WEBSTER, CALHOUN, LEIGH, | 
SOUTHARD, CLAY, and PRESTON, opposed | 
the amendment, and Messrs. WRIGHT, LINN, | 
BUCHANAN, and CUTHBERT, supported it. | 

The question being on disagreeing to the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. WRIGHT demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and are as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Calhoun, Clayton, 
Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, Hen- 
dricks, Kent, Knight, Leigh, Mangum, Moore, 
Naudain, Poindexter, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, 
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Robbins, Silsbee, Smith, Sonthard ; Swift, Tom- | COMMUNICATION FROM WAR DEPARTMENT. 


linson, Tyler, Waggaman, Webster, White—29. 
NA YS—Messars. Benton, Black, Brown, Bu- | 


chanan, Cuthbert, Grundy, Hill, Kane, King of || 


Alabama, King of Georgia, Linn, McKean, Mor- 


ton, Wright—19. 
So the Senate disagreed to the amendment. 


for repairing Fort Mifflin. 


Another amendment of the Senate was, to in- || 
crease the appropriation of $70,000 to $150,000, | 





This was disagreed to by the House, and 
Mr. CLAYTON moved that the Senate insist 


'/on their amendment; which was agreed to, and 


| the House informed thereof accordingly. 


VETO MESSAGE. 

A message was then received from the Presi- 
dent, returning the bill authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to compromise the claims upon | 
_ the indemnity to be paid by the King of the Two 
| Sicilies, with his objections. 
| ‘The message was read, and, on motion of Mr. 
| CLAY, laid on the table. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion of Mr, CLAYTON, the Senate pro- 
, ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and after some time spent therein the doors were 

_ reopened. 


| The Senate took up the fortification bill, which 


| was returned by the House, and the amendment || 


| of the House placing $3,000,000 at the disposal of | 
| the President, as stated above. 
| Mr. WEBSTER moved that the Senate adhere 





to their disagreeing vote, and asked the yeas and 
| nays upon the question; which were ordered, and 
were as follows: 

| YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Bibb, Calhoun, Clay, 
| Clayton, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, 
Hendricks, Kent, Knight, Leigh, Mangum, 
| Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, Porter, Prentiss, 
| Preston, Robbins, Silsbee, Smith, Southard, 


|| Swift, Tomlinson, Tyler, Waggaman, Webster, 


W hite—29. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Buchanan, 
| Cuthbert, Grundy, Hill, Kane, King of Alabama, 
King of Georgia, Linn, McKean, Robinson, Rug- 
gies, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, Wright—17. 
| Sothe Senean adhered to their disagreement; and 
| a committee of conference, consistin 
| Wesster, FRELINGHUYSEN, and 
appointed on the part of the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, the Senate then 
proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness; and after some time spent therein the doors 
were reopened. 


PRINTING LIST OF PENSIONERS. 

The Senate took m+ the resolution requiring the 
publication of a tabular list of revolutionary pen- 
sioners now paid by the Treasury Department, 
similar to that compiled from the books of the 
War Department. 

Mr. BENTON moved to rescind the resolution; 
which was disagreed to, 

And the resolution was then adopted. 


PRINTING REPORT ON LAND TITLES. 


| Mr, POINDEXTER®moved to take up the res- 
| olution for printing the reports of the commis- 
| sioners appointed to settle land titles; when 

| Mr. BENTON moved to rescind the resolution; 


of Messrs. 
RIGHT, Was 





And, on motion of Mr. KING, of Georgia, it | 


was laid on the table. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 
Mr. WEBSTER moved that a message in 


| writing be sent to the House reminding them that | 


| the fortification bill was still undisposed of, and 


| that the Senate waited the further action of the 


House thereon; which was agreed to. 
| ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 


ce M arch 3, 


| The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the War Depart- 
| Ment, transmitting a statement of the number and 
| kind of arms manufactured at the national armo- 
ries for the year 1835. 
Mr. KING then renewed his resolution; which 
was adopted. 
The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespay, March 3, 1835. 

my unanimous consent of the House, Messrs. 
CLAY, MOSES MASON, and WILDE, were 
permittted to record their votes in favor of Mr, 
Apams’s resolution, as modified at the suggestion 
of Mr. CamBrecene, on the subject of the French 
treaty. 

CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


On motion of Mr. POLK, the House resolved 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, (Mr. Hussarp in the chair,) for 
the purpose of considering the amendments of the 
Senate to the several appropriation bills. 

The committee first proceeded to consider the 
amendments made by the Senate to the bill making 
appropriations for the support of the Government 
for the year 1835. 

The amendments increasing the appropriations 
for the contingent expenses of the two Houses of 
Congress, and increasing the appropriation to the 
superintendent and watchmen of the Northeast 
Executive building, were concurred in. 

The amendment providing that the salary and 
outfit for a minister to England should not be 
paid unless a minister should be appointed at the 
| present session of Congress, or in the recess, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
was read. 

Mr. POLK said he did not rise to make a 
speech. His purpose was to move that the com- 
mittee disagree to this amendment. The amend- 
/ment was altogether unusual, and he believed 
wholly unnecessary. We should not presume 
that the President would not discharge his consti- 
tutional duty, and it was not necessary to pread- 
monish him in regard to it. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts, said he called 
the attention of the House to this subject when 
the bill was before it. He had, however, submit- 

ted no motion inregardtoit. It had now become 

a matter of more importance that a minister 
should be sent to England. If our minister should 
be recalled from France, and our negotiations 
suspended, it was proper that we should have a 
mniister in the neighborhood. This amendment 
ought not to be sanctioned. In the first place, it 
was an attempt at dictation to the President, which 
was, inconsistent with the Constitution. In the 
second place, it made the appointment of a min- 
ister dependent upon a special call of the Senate. 
He did not agree that the President had not the 
power, under the Consitution, toappoint a minis- 
ter in the recess, 

The amendment was disagreed to—yeas 51, 
nays 74. 

The amendmemt making an appropriation in 
favor of Joun Ranpo.ipnw Cray, and N. Nites, 
was amended, by inserting the sum of $1,080, to 
be paid to Captain John Downs for presents to the 
natives of the Sandwich and Society Islands, and 
| concurred in. 

The amendments in favor of Samuel Slater, 
and for the purchase of iron chests for the safe- 
keeping of the records of the United States courts, 
in the city of New York, were non-concurred in. 

The amendment appropriating $77,381 98 for 
the completion of the warehouse at Baltimore, was 
amended, on the motion of Mr. Pork, by insert- 
ing $60,000 instead of the first sum; which was 
agreed to, 

The amendment allowing to Valentine Geisey 

| $802 87, was amended by substituting $862 81; 








Mr. KING, of Alabama, then moved the usual || and agreed to. 


resolution informing the House that the Senate is || 


An amendment making an appropriation for 


ready to adjourn; but withdrew it for a few min- || certain improvements being read, 


utes, at the suggestion of 
Mr. WEBSTER, who remarked thata message 
| was every moment expected from the House, with 
respect to a bill which was before them. 


Mr. JARVIS moved to amend the amendment 
ay making an appropriation for the erection of a 
|| Treasury building, to be constructed of granite. 

Mr. CHLNN suggested an amendment, pro- 





1835. 





viding that the building should be constructed of | 
tone. 
The two latter amendments were negatived, and | 
the Senate’s amendment concurred in. 
Mr, WILDE moved to strike out the name of 
Persico, and insert that of Mr. Thorwalsden, an 
American artist, to be employed in decorating the 
itol. 
as WARD said, if there were any works that 
commanded the admiration of the visiters of the 
Capitol more than others, they were those of Mr. 
Persico. Besides, there were provisions made 
already in this bill for American artists. 
Mr. POLK appealed to the House not to en- | 
ge in discussions about the merits of artists, at | 
the last day of the session, with so much business 
before them that must be acted on. He hoped 


pen 
After a few words from Mr. MERCER, the 
amendment was negatived. 

Mr. WILDE moved to strike out the name of 
Mr. Persico, and insert that of Mr. Greenough. 

Mr. J.Q@. ADAMS said Mr. Greenough was 
already engaged in a great work. 

The amendment was negatived. 

Mr. HAMER then moved to strike out the | 
whole paragraph; which was agreed to. © 

Mr. Jarvis’s amendment was negatived, and 
the amendment of the Senate was concurred in 
without a division. 

Mr. POLK moved that the House non-concur 
in the amendment of the Senate providing $250 
for recording the opinions of the Judges of the 
Supreme Court. The clerk already received suf- 


ficient. : : 

Mr. HARDIN briefly supported it; and it was 

reed to. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, proposed an item of 
$7,400 for the system of military tactics for the 
army of the United States. 

r. MANN, of New York, understood this 
was for paying General Scott for translating and 
compiling this work, which he had done without 
the authority of any resolution of Congress. 

Mr. WARD was understood to say that a res- 
olution on the subject had been adopted. 

Mr. MANN had no idea of paying officers 
twice over. General Scott now received six thou- 
sand eight hundred and some odd dollars annually, 
and the country was entitled to his whole services. 
It was a case similar to that of Commodore Hull, 
which the House had rejected. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, explained the facts 
of the case. A resolution had been adopted 
authorizing the Secretary of War to employ a 
person to compile a system of military tactics for 
the army of the United States. He had done so; 
the work had been approved of and adopted by 
the military committee of that House; a book- 
seller had offered General Scott more than was 
now asked. Mr. M. denied that the case of Com- | 
modore Hull was analogous to this, because the 
services for which that officer claimed extra com- 
pensation were within the line of his or: 

Messrs. PATTON, MERCER, ARCHER, 
and VANCE, further supported the amendment, 
and Mr. MANN, of New York, and Mr. FER- 
RIS opposed it. 

gta aan proposed to insert $2,500 instead 
o ’ 

Mr. GRENNELL said it was to him a clear 
case of contract between the Government and Gen- 
eral Scott, and the only question was, whether the 
work was worth the money. 

Mr. Beare’s amendment was negatived with- 
out a division. 

The amendment of Mr. Mason was also neg- 
atived—ayes 57, noes 76. 

The amendment enemetntion $1,380 for the 
purchase, (for the use of the public land offices,) 
of copies of Gales & Seaton’s documents in re- 
lation to the oes lands, was taken up. 

Mr. LYTLE moved to amend the amendment 
by appropriating $2,000 for the construction of 
one or more fountains in the public grounds adja- 
cent to the Capitol; which was negatived. 

The amendment of the Senate was non-con- 
ones in. 

e amendment of the Senate, appropriatin 
$40,000 for Gales & Seaton’s State Papers, for the 
year 1835, was read. 


Mr. POLK referred to the large appropriations 


the amendment would at once be 
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| Committee of Ways and Means were opposed to 
| the amendment. 


| Every time an appropriation was made to this 
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| object, it was considered authority for continuing | 


the work up to the + wat at which the appropri- 
ation was made. e was disposed to limit these 
appropriations, and stop the future publication of 
the work, so far as the House was concerned. 
Mr. MANNING said that if a contract had 


been entered into in this case, it ought to becom- || 
plied with. He asked the chair whether there || 


existed a contract in relation to this publication ? 
Mr. HARDIN said ifthe books were published, 
he would be willing to pay for them. 
for one was disposed to put a stop to this useless 
| waste of the public money. He had received the last 
and present year, a number of the copies of this 
work. They probably cost the Government three 
or four dollars per volume, and they were not 
worth twelve and a half cents per volume; they 
would not pay their carriage to Wheeling. 





put to it. 

The law authorizing the publication of these 
documents was then read. 

Mr. HARDIN said this appropriation was for 
the present year. He repeated that the work 
was worthless. The small volumes were not 
worth more than six and a quarter cents, and the 
larger size not twelve and a half cents per volume. 

Mr. BARRINGER explained the manner in 
which the work was compiled and executed. He 
was surprised that any gentleman should oppose 
the amendment under the circumstances of the 


case. 

Mr. HAMER said he did not understand this 
contract. It seemed that seven hundred and fifty 
copies were to be published, but as to the number 
or size of the volumes, no provision was made. 
There had been already eight or nine volumes 
published, and there was no telling whereit would 
end. It might be continued for a hundred years. 
He was disposed to pay for what had been print- 
ed, but he would not go further. 

The amendment was then concurred in—yeas 
76, nays 62. 

The amendment making a further appropriation 
of $10,800 for completing the printing of the land 
documents ordered by the Senate was read. It 
was seo by Messrs. POLK, PLUMMER, 
and VINTON, and supported by Messrs. GAR- 
LAND and E. WHI LESEY. 

Mr. E. EVERETT moved to amend the amenu- 
ment, by directing the manner in which the fore- 
going work should be distributed; which was 
agreed to. 

Theamendment of the Senate, as amended, was 
then negatived—yeas 59, nays 61. 

Mr. R. M. JOHNSON moved to amend the 
bill by appropriating $2,600 for the publication of 
the new system of discipline and tactics for the 
use of the army of the United States. 

Mr. LETCHER moved to amend the amend- 
ment by appropriating to General Winfield Scott 
$7,500 for compiling and superintending the pub- 
lication of the foregoing work. 

Mr. WILLIAMS proposed $5,000; which was 
agreed to—yeas 76, nays 63. 

Mr. HAWES moved a proviso, that the sum 
to be paid to General Winfield Scott should be in 
full of all allowances on this account; which was 
negatived. 

he amendment offered by Mr. JOHNSON, of 
Kentucky, was then agreed to, as amended. 

Mr. SMITH moved to strike out the several 
items of the Senate’s amendment regarding appro- 
priations for the West Point Academy. 

Mr. SMITH said he did not rise to detain the 
progress of this bill more than a few minutes. He 
could not, however, forbear to remark, that the 
manner and circumstances in which this proposi- 
tion has been brought before this committee, clear- 
ly indicate something new in the history and con- 
dition of the institution at West Point. It has 


been usual, Mr. Chairman, and I believe invaria- | was peueectes 
bly the practice for the items now to be passed |) PHILLIPS, and 
upon to originate in this House, instead of in the || curred 


Senate. In no instance, (said Mr...) it is believed, 
have they ever been brought before this House, 


|| by 
Mr. PLUMMER opposed the amendment. || 
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hitherto made for this work. A majority of the | until now, in the shape of amendments tacked 


upon the general appropriation bill of the House 
the Senate. 

Mr. WATMOUGH said he would explain the 
| reason of this course, if Mr. S. would permit. 

| Mr.SMITH continued: He said he well under- 
| stood the reasons for thisnovel procedure. And 
| the committee well understand the why and where- 
| fore the Senate has thus brought these proposed 
| appropriations before the House, but he would 
| not now go into their reasons. He would, how- 
ever, observe, that it cannot but appear extraor- 
dinary, that appropriations of this magnitude, 


|| amounting, as he believed, to more than $120,000, 


f not, he. 


should be asked for the support of the Academy 
at West Point, while there is lying upon the 


'| table of the Speaker, a report of a committee of 


| the House, wholly adverse to the institution. 
| That report, sir, has come from a committee of 


|, twenty-four members, and is the result of laborious 


It was | 
| only intended to give a job to the printers of this | 
|| city, and it was high time thata stop should be 


i 


investigation. And the inutility and unprofitable- 
| ness of the institution is so fully demonstrated by 
that report, that the friends of the academy upon. 
this floor have not dared to have it printed and 
the contents of it brought home to the knowledge 
of the members of this House, and of the public. 
Repeated efforts have been made to have that re- 
| port printed, but the friends of the institution have 


| as frequently defeated it. The report, sir, upon 
| the Speaker’s table demonstrates, that only about 





| to 


| 


| two in five of those who enter the institution, 
| remain in it to graduate—and that only about 
| two in five of those who graduate, or about one in 
| twelve of those who enter the institution, actually 
| enter the public service, at whose expense they 
| are educated. The report also demonstrates, that 
| such are the influences prevailing at the institu- 
| tion, that more dismissals from it take place an- 
| nually, than at all the other institutions of a similar 
_ high grade in the country. The discipline of the 
| institution has proved insufficient to counteract 
these influences. A portion of the cadets have 
| been within three or four a — publicly cen- 

ar Department, and 


sured by the head of the 
to succeed in the government of the institution, a 
tavern stand in the vicinity of it was necessarily 
bought up a few years since, at en expense of 
ten thousand dollars to the people. But (said 
Mr. S.) the time of the committee will not admit 
of my going more into the detail of the develop- 
ments contained in the report of the select com- 
mittee, which has been thus far suppressed. I 
will, however, make a motion, and leave every 
gentleman to take upon himself the responsibility 
of voting it down, if he chooses; and I presume it 
may be voted down. I will submit a motion, 
(said Mr. 8.,) that the committee non-concur 
with each of the amendments of the Senate, 
making appropriations for the academy. 

Mr. HA moved to amend the amendments 
proposed by the Senate, by adding an appropria- 
tion for printing five thousand copies of the report 
of the select committee on the Military Academy, 
to which Mr. Smitn had alluded; which motion 
was agreed to without opposition. 

Whereupon Mr. SMITH withdrew his motion 
to non-concur in the amendments of the Senate. 

The amendment of the Senate appropriating 
six hundred and fifty thousand acres of land for 
the satisfaction of military bounty land warrants 
was read. 

It was advocated by Messrs. McKINLEY, 
CHINN, HARDIN, JOHN Y. MASON, and 
ALLEN of Virginia, and opposed by Messrs. 
PARKER, MILLER, VINTON, and BURD, 
when the amendment was agreed to—yeas 83, 
nays 48. 

he amendment making an appropriation of 
| lands to satisfy certain confirmed land claims in 
/the State of Missouri, was read. It was op- 
by Messrs. CAVE JOHNSON and WIL- 
IAMS, and advocated by Messrs. ASHLEY, 
‘and WHITE, of Florida, when it was disagreed 





| 





The amendment in relation to the compensation 
of officers of the customs was read. 

Mr. VANCE opposed the amendment, and it 
by Messrs. SUTHERLAND, 
s INCKNEY; when it was con- 

n. 


i 
Mr. McKINLEY moved an amendment making 


| 


an additional appropriation for the pay of the 
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naval officers, in pursuance of the late act of Con- | Mr. J. @. ADAMS said this amendment pro- 


gress; which was agreed to. 


Various amendments were concurred in without 
1 


The committee next took up the amendments | 
of the Senate to the bill making appropriations for | 


opposition. 
‘The bill was then laid aside. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Indian annuities, and other similar objects for the 
year 1835. 


The amendment in relation to patents for lands | 


reserved was non concurred in. 

Mr. POLK gave a brief explanation of the ap- 
propriation of $1,032,000 provided for under the 
treaty of Chicago, with various ‘Indian tribes, in 
1832. The Committee of Ways and Means had 
given the subject a most rigid examination. 

Mr. LOVE said he had given this subject a 
most rigid examination also; and he was well con- 
vinced that if the House was in possession of all 
the facts, they would never adopt it. He was 
well convinced that frauds existed, (not on the part 
of persons in Washington,) which should induce 
its rejection. The Indians had, to say the least 
of it, made a good bargain, and they might wait 
another year. He would not vote for so large an 
appropriation as a million and thirty-odd thousand 


dollars, brought forward for the first time on the | 


last day of the session. Mr. L. then moved to 
non-concur with so much of the Senate’s amend- 


ment as provided for the removal of the Indians | 
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f 
posed to introduce a new principe. The Presi- 
dent had hitherto uniformly appointed foreign 


pointments necessary. This was a most import. | 
ant and necessary power reserved to him under | 
the Constitution. The amendment was an as- | 
sumption on the part of the Senate, thata minister | 
should not be appointed without the consent of | 


| that body. This, if adopted, would be one of the |, 


most pernicious alterations which the Constitution | 
could endure. 
of an attempt to alter the Constitution in an ap- 
propriation bill. If this principle should be 


the Constitution introduced in a similar way, and 


the President might be compelled in consequence | 


to veto the general appropriation bill. wes in 
cumbent upon the House to prevent any encroach- 


ments of the Executive upon the prerogatives of 


the Senate. In like manner, the House was 


| bound to resist the encroachments of the Senate || 
upon the constitutional powers of the Executive. || 
| It was also the province of the Senate to check |! 


and control the action of this House, which was 


| quite as likely as the other branch, he would not || 
say now, but in other times, to infringe upon the | 


just rights of the Executive. The Constitution 
provided three powers, who were to codperate 


| together in the management of the public affairs. 


They formed checks upon each other, and were 


| soconstituted that when one of the three attempted 


| was made to disagree, and Mr. HAWES de. 
| manded tellers, and the amendment was disagreed 
|| to—ayes 58, noes 81. 

ministers of all grades, when he deemed such ap- | 


It was one among other instances | 
| Mr. PARKER asked for the yeas and nays on 
adopted, we should have other amendments of || 


wae in. | 


— 


| 


Some conversation arose on the Senate’s amend. 
ment, appropriating the sum of $10,800 for print. 
ing and binding the documents relating to the 
public lands, and the accompanying maps, by the 
printer to the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMMER, Mr, EVANS, and Mr 
PINCKNEY, spoke briefly in support of it, and 
Mr. PARKS in opposition. 

_ The amendment was agreed to, without a divis- 
ion. 


the Senate’s amendment, granting six hundred and 
fifty thousand acres of land for the satisfaction of 
military bounty land warrants; but they were not 
| ordered—ayes 23, noes 115; not one-fifth. 
| ‘The question on the adoption of the amendment 
was taken by tellers, and decided in the affirma- 
| tive—ayes 87, noes 56. 
The amendment relative to the Missouri land 
| claims having been read, 
Mr. R. M. JOHNSON renewed the amend- 
| ment he offered in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. CAVE JOHNSON hoped the House would 
| Not agree to the original amendment, and that the 
| claims should be referred to the Secretary of the 
| Treasury. 

Mr. ASHLEY advocated the justice of these 
claims. He believed there were not more than 
three or four that would not obtain a favorable 


| 
} 


beyond the EX maenpey || to transcend its constitutional sphere the other | decision in the Supreme Court. They had been 
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Mr. POLK again explained, by making a refer- || : : 
ence to the various treaties. The Committee of | two would interfere to prevent it. 
Waysand Means had taken up each item serialim, || ; — 
and compared it with the provisions of the trea- || nee proposed ee neneate , principle 
ties. He was himself indisposed to recommend || W210" Was contrary to the practice of the Govern- 
so large a sum, but after a most careful examina- 1 ment from its commencement. Every President, 
tion, he was convinced the sum was proper. | from Washington down, had pureued a different 
The amendment was then agreed to ractice from that proposed in the amendment. 


Mr. McKINLEY moved an additional item of || It was true, the Senate did not assume directly to 


: : | declare that a minister should not be appointed by 
Re re. rs. Mitchell, for teaching Indians. || the President, unless previously confirmed by that 


In conclusion Mr. A. said, that the amendment || 


The bill was then laid aside. 
FORTIFICATION BILL. 


body; but the means of such appointment were 
withheld, and the Senate had determined not to 
ay a minister unless appointed according to the 


: | P : 
The committee next took up the bill making || terms of their proviso. He hoped the House 


appropriations for certain fortifications for the 
year 1835. 

Sundry amendments of the Senate were con- 
curred in. 


on motion of Mr. POLK, concurred in. 
Mr. WHITE, of Florida, again renewed his 


amendment, providing $10,000 for the repair + 


the sea walls at St. Augustine. 

Agreed to—ayes 71, noes not counted. 

The other amendments of the Senate were then 
concurred jn, and the bill was laid aside. 


would disagree to the amendment of the Senate. 
Mr. BARRINGER said he was opposed to the 


| . 
|| amendment of the Senate, and should vote against 


‘| it. 
The amendment increasing the appropriation || 
for Fort Delaware from $70,000 to $100,000 was, || 


He believed the President had the power of 
appointment during the recess, where a vacancy 
occured in that recess, and he held that it made 
little difference whether he were a chargé or a 
minister. The President might equally take upon 
himself to increase the pay, or to appoint a min- 
ister plenipotentiary instead of a anetet or vice 


| versa, during the recess. Mr.B. did not concur 
| with the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 


Apams] in his reasoning, although he said he 





LIGHT-HOUSE BILL. 
The committee then took up the bill making | 


| should concur with him in the vote he intended to 
give. He (Mr. B.) denied the right of the Presi- 
appropriations for light-houses, light-boats, buoys, | dent of the United States, upon former practice or 
&c., for the year 1835. || precedent, to appoint a minister during the recess, 

Mr. SUTHERLAND moved to concur in all || when the vacancy originated, or existed during the 
the amendments of the Senate. session of the Senate, and the President might 

Agreed to. 

Mr. ASHLEY moved an amendment for the | 
improvement of the harbor of St. Louis, $20,000, | 
but subsequently withdrew it, in consequence of |, 
a bill containing the same provision being before || 
the Senate. | 


contested question, as long ago as under the first 
administration of this Government. But one prac- 
tice had been generally recognised, that of con- 
sulting with the Senate whether they would agree 
to institute diplomatic relations with any country. 
On motion of Mr. POLK, the committee then || It was so during the administration of Washing- 
rose, and the bills and amendments were several- } ton and the elder Adams, even down to the time 
ly reported to the House. | of Mr. Jefferson. The President had never pre- 
CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. || sumed — after err ee of the last, 

iati i _ to open diplomatic relations with a country with- 

The general appropmation Sil wes then sivas | out firet advising with the Senate. Mr. B. said he 
should vote for the appropriation. 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays, 
and resulted as follows—yeas 114, nays 48. 

So the House concurred with the amendment of 
| the Committee of the Whole, and disagreed to 
| the Senate’s amendment. 

Mr. JARVIS renewed his amendments offered 
in committee, embracing appropriations for the 
Capitol, the President’s House, and the Depart- 
ments. 

Agreed to. 

On the Senate’s amendment, appropriating 
—— for preparing, printing, and binding pub- 

ic documents, under the act of 1832, a motion 





up. 
MM r. POLK moved to concur with the Commit- || 
tee of the Whole in the amendments. 

Objection being made, the amendments were | 
taken up seriatim. 

The amendment of the Senate in relation tothe | 
appropriation for the salary of a Minister to Great | 
Britain was read. 

Mr. WILDE asked for the yeas and nays on || 
this amepdment; which were ordered. 

Mr. EVANS moved to amend the amendment 
of the Senate, so as to provide that the appropria- 
tion should not be applied unless a minister should 
be first appointed by and with the adviceand con- 
eent of the Senate; which was disagreed to. 


have nominated. He was aware that it was a 


| before the Secretary of the Treasury ever since 
| last June, and he had refused to ajudicate upon 
| them. He denied that those claims were founded 
| on fraud. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, was disposed to 
place confidence in the chairman of the Commit- 
teeon Private Land Claims, [Mr. Cave Jounson,] 
and in the absence of more direct information on 
the subject, he should vote against the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PLUMMER hoped the House would not 
| give the amendment the go-by, for it was a prop- 
osition founded on justice, and ought to be 
adopted. 

Mr. HAMER thought these claims should be 
confirmed. 

Mr. CAVE JOHNSON again spoke in opposi- 
tion to the amendment. Theclaims required more 
investigation than it was possible for the Secretary 
of the Treasury to give them. He knew the 
| grossest frauds and perjury would be found to exist 
in relation to a number of these claims. 

Mr. WILLIAMS said it was impossible to go 
into a legal adjudication of claims at that late hour, 
and the better way would be to let the subject lie 
over to another Congress. 

Mr. ASHLEY again advocated the claims, and 
defended the character of the claimants. 

Mr. WILLIAMS again expressed a hope that 
the subject should be left to a future session. 

Mr. POLK demanded the previous question, 
/and explained that he did so from a wish to save 
the bill, if possible. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The question was then put, and the amendment 
of the Senate was disagreed to, without a division. 


The amendment in relation to the pay of cus- 
tom-house officers was concurred in—yeas 80, 
nays 49 : 

The amendment appropriating $175 for printing 
five thousand copies of the report of the select 
committee on the West Point Academy, was 
agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House next proceeded to consider the 
amendments reported by the committ<e to the bill 
| making appropriations for Indian annuities, &., 
| for 1835. 
The amendments made in committee to the 
Senate’s amendments were concurred in. 
A portion of the amendments of the Senate were 
| concurred in, and others weredisagreed to. 
| The amendment of the Senate appropriating 
| $1,032,000, for carrying into effect certain Indian 
| treaties, made at Chicago in September, 1832, wae 
read. 


This item was opposed by Messrs. LOVE, 











